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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Ir 1s UNDERSTOOD that the business of the Long Vacation 
will be divided between Mr. Justice Currry and Mr. Justice 
Cave, and that the former learned judge will take the first part 
of the vacation. 





— 


Tue Juprcrat Trustees Brut was read a third time in the 
House of Commons on Wednesday last, Sir H. Fowzer’s 
amendments having been agreed to. It is therefore probable 
that the measure will become law this Session. 





THE PRopoRTION of graduates who at the last Final 
Examination—40 out of 189—though slightly below that at the 
Final Examination at the same time last , is still creditable 
to the standard of education among solicitors. Not far off a 
fourth of the persons who are now re profession of 
solicitors are university men. Still we should like to see the 
proportion increased. 


THE SURMISE we ventured to make a fortnight ago, that the 
committee of the Rule Committee appointed to superintend the 
revision of the Rules of Court were not very far from the com- 
oo of their labours, has turned out to be correct. Court of 

ppeal No. 2 are not to sit next week, in order to enable Lord 
Justices Livpiry and Kay to finally revise the draft which has 
been —. by Messrs. Syow, patie went ge en La 
may probably anticipate the agreeable of spending their 
Long Vacation in aie the acquaintance of a newly arranged, 
and in some respects altered, code of procedure. 








Mr. Justice Writs took occasion last week to call attention 
to the inconvenience caused by notice not being given 
when cases are settled. He said that the lists were e up at 
two o’clock each day, and if notice of the settlement of a cause 
in the list was not given until between three and four o'clock 
the proper alterations could not be made. Without more assist- 
ance from solicitors it was impossible for the officers of the court 
to arrange the business. He therefore made an earnest a 
to the t body of solicitors to do as much as they 
assist the officers of the court. 


to 
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Tur Portrait gallery of the Incorporated Law Society 
increases. An excellent half-length portrait of Mr. Enwarp 
Watter WIuiamson, who has been secretary of the Incorpo- 
rated Law Society for thirty-four years, has been painted in oils 
by Miss E. P. Yzrrs, and has been presented to the society by 
Mr. Wa. Witu1ms, the senior member of the Council. It now 
hangs in the hall of the society. A portrait of the Right 
Hon. Sir Henry H. Fowrer, M.P., G.C.S.1., which has been 
painted for the society by Mr. A. 8. Corz, is now being exhibited 
at the Royal Academy. 





Tue post of Mastership in Lunacy would appear to be a 
stepping-stone to high office in India, Five years ago Sir A. E. 
MitrerR, Q.C., who happened to be admirably fitted for his. 

romotion, was raised from the mastership to the post of Legal 

ember of Council; and now Mr. F. W. Mactzan, Q.C., who 
succeeded Sir A. E. Miter in the mastership, receives the 
highest judicial appointment in India. Mr. Mactzan, although 
undoubtedly an able man, who had a good practice as a junior, 
was not, we believe, equally successful as a leader; and, so far 
as we can learn, he is not known to possess any special qualifi- 
cations for his high office, in which he will succeed an excellent 
lawyer and a man of great acuteness and tact. 





Unper THE Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) Act, 
1895, an order may be made in favour of a married woman 
whose husband has deserted her, or has been guilty of persistent 
cruelty to her, or of wilful neglect to provide reasonable main- 
tenance for her, provided that by such cruelty or neglect he has 
caused her to leave and live separately and apart from him. 
But section 8 of the Act provides that all applications under the 
Act are to be made in accordance with the Summary Jurisdiction 
Acts, and there is thus introduced the provision of section 11 of 
the Act of 1848 that complaints are to be made within six 
calendar months from the time when the matter of complaint 
arose. It therefore becomes important to ascertain whether 
the offence with which the husband is charged is complete 
at any given time so that the period of limitation then begins 
to run, or whether it is a continuing offence and so there 
is no bar to the complaint by lapse of time. The ques- 
tion has arisen in the case of Zilis v. Ellis, decided by 
Sir Francis Jeune and Barnes, J., this week. The offence 
charged against the husband was that he had been guilty of 
persistent cruelty to his wife, and had wilfully neglected to 
provide reasonable maintenance for her, and by such cruelty 
and neglect had caused her to leave him, and this offence was 
proved. But the wife left her husband in 1889, and if the limit 
of six months ran from that date she was not entitled to relief 
under the Act of 1895. The court held that the offence was 
complete in 1889, and consequently that the complaint was 
barred ; and it would not have been easy to come to any other 
conclusion. The offence of desertion, it was pointed out, stands 
on a different footing. The husband may at any time return to 
his wife and thus put an end to the desertion, and as long as he 
fails to do so his offence continues, and there is no bar to pro- 
ceedings under the Act. But when, by his cruelty and neglect, 
he causes his wife to leave him, this is an offence which is 
complete so soon as the stated result is produced. The husband 
has then done all that is necessary to bring his condnct within 
the Act, and the matter is not affected by anything which he 
may do or fail to do afterwards. In proceedings under the Act, 
therefore, it will be important to bear in mind the limitation of 
six months introduced by section 8. 





two or more pérsons severally or jointly or in succession. This 
rovision, although strongly opposed by Sir R. Rem and Sir W, 
URT, is obviously reasonable. In point of fact no pro. 
perty “passes,” in any proper sense, on either event. Clause 
15 enables the estate duty in respect of any annuity, whether 
terminable or perpetual, to be paid by four yearly instalments, 
with interest on the unpaid duty after the end of the first year, 
Clause 16 exempts from aggregation, and from the duty while 
enjoyed in kind by a person not able to dispose of them, such 
pictures, prints, books, manuscripts, works of art, scientific 
collections, or other things not yielding income, as appear to the 
Treasury to be of national, scientific, or historic interest, and 
are settled so as to be enjoyed in kind in succession by different 
persons. And, lastly, clause 17 remedies a grievance which has 
been several times referred to in this journal—namely, the 
refusal to permit deduction from the estate duty of commuted 
succession duty at £1 per cent. which has been previously paid 
in advance in respect of the same succession. The clause appears 
to do more than remedy this gross injustice. It provides that 
‘where on the death of-a deceased person estate duty becomes 
payable by a person in respect of any property passing under 
settlement made by a will or disposition which took effect before 
the commencement of the principal Act, and before that 
commencement any duty mentioned in paragraphs 3 to 5 of the 
first schedule to the principal Act [7.¢., the additional succession 
duties imposed by the Act of 1888, the temporary estate duties 
imposed by the Act of 1889, and legacy or succession duty at 
the rate of £1 per cent. | has been paid or is payable under the 
same will or disposition on the capital value of the property, 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue shall allow the duty so 
paid or payable as a deduction from the estate duty to the 
extent to which it has been paid or is payable in respect of 
the property for which estate duty is payable.” 





A quxstion of some nicety, arising under the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, has recently come before more than one court 
of quarter sessions—viz., whether an appeal lies to quarter 
sessions from the appointment of overseers of the poor by an 
authority other than justices. Before the Act of 1894 came into 
operation the appointment of these officers was made in all 
cases by justices under.43 Eliz. c. 2, s. 1 (Poor Relief Act, 1601), 
and an appeal lay to quarter sessions on the part either of 4 
person aggrieved by being appointed or of parishioners 
aggrieved by an appointment (ibid., section 5; Rex v. Forrest, 
5 T. R. 58; Re Pudding Norton Overseers, 12 W. R. 762, 33 LJ, 
Q. B. 136). By section 5 of the Local Government Act, 1894, 
the power and duty of appointing overseers for every rural 
arish having a parish council became transferred to and vested 
in the parish council ; and by section 19 (5) the same power and 
duty became transferred to the parish meeting of a rural parish 
not having a parish council. In urban districts and in London 
sanitary districts the same power and duty may, by order of the 
Local Government Board, be transferred to the urban district 
council or town council, or (in London) to the sanitary authority 
or to “‘some other representative body” within the district 
(section 33); but where no such order is in force the overseers 
are appointed by the justices as formerly. The Act con- 
tains no provision expressly preserving the right of appeal 
to quarter sessions in the cases in which the appoint 
ment is no longer made by justices; nor, on the other 
hand, is the right of appeal expressly taken away. Ap eals 
from justices to quarter sessions are, of course, provided for 
by many statutes, and the procedure upon such appeals 
well understood. Appeals to quarter sessions from a parish 
council or other local body are not familiar jo the practitioner; 





Tux ciavszs of the Finance Bill of the present year relating 
to estate duty have now passed Geonch Committee of the 
House of Commons. The first two of them (clauses 13 and 14) 
exempt from the duty property to which a settlor succeeds either 
by virtue of an ultimate absolute reversion or absolute power 
of disposition reserved to him in the settlement, or on the death 
of another person where the settlement only creates a life 


‘and if it be correct to say that the transfer of the power 


appointment from justices to the pag council carries with it the 
right of appeal from that council to the quarter sessions, it ma, 
well be that there is no machinery properly applicable to su 
an appeal, and many difficulties of practice may thus arise. 
On the other hand, section 52 (5) of the Act of 1894 may be 
called in aid to support the view that the right of appeal s 
exists. By that sub-section ‘‘all enactments relating 





interest in such other person, and also (according to Mr. 
Bow zs’ amendment) where only a life interest is conferred on , 


to any powers, duties, or liabilities transferred by this Act to ® 
parish council or parish meeting ,from justices shall, 
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subject to the provisions of this Act and so far as circumstances 
admit, be construed as if any reference therein to justices 
“ig referred to the parish council or parish meeting as 
the case requires, and the said enactments shall be construed 
with such modifications as may be necessary for carrying this 
Act into effect.” Applying this clause to the Act of Elizabeth, 
it is possible to hold that the appeal from justices given thereby 
has now become an appeal from the parish council or parish 
meeting where these are the appointing bodies. We under- 
stand that at least one court of quarter sessions has arrived at 
this conclusion. But where the appointment is made, not by a 
parish council or parish meeting, but by one of the bodies men- 
tioned in section 33, it would be difficult to make section 52 (5) 
apply. The question is certainly not free from difficulty, and it 
is clear that the draftsman of the Act of 1894 had not in his 
mind the existence of the right of appeal, otherwise he could 
hardly have failed to provide for so simple a matter. 





Lorp Herscuet asked last week in the House of Lords 
whether any point of law which may arise on the trial of Dr. 
Jameson would be finally determined by a majority of the three 
judges who will try the case, or whether they have any power 
to reserve the point for the consideration of all the judges. If 
the decision of a majority is to be final, he said, he objected to 
the case being tried at bar, as he thought a majority of three 
judges too small a tribunal to finally decide questions which 
might prove to be of very great importance. The Lord Ckan- 
cellor replied that the decision of a majority of the three judges 
would be conclusive, and that there is no power to reserve a 
question of law arising on the trial of a prisoner at bar, as the 
trial is theoretically before the whole court, and the court 
cannot reserve a question for its own consideration. His 
lordship expressed great regret that the Judicature Acts 
have deprived the House of Lords of its jurisdiction as the 
ultimate court of appeal in criminal cases; but, at the same 
time, he thought that the case was eminently one for a trial at 
bar. His chief reason for this opinion was that difficult points 
of evidence are likely to arise, and it is desirable that such 
questions should be decided promptly and in as authoritative a 
manner as possible; because if the case were tried before a 
single judge, and he admitted improper evidence, the trial 
would be vitiated in the event of a conviction. At one 
time, if any evidence whatever was given in a civil trial 
which was not legally admissible, the party against whom 
it was given had a right to have a hostile verdict set aside and 
a new trial ordered, whether or not the court thought that 
the evidence improperly admitted was the cause of the 
verdict given. Now, however, by the rules under the Judi- 
cature Acts, a new trial will not be granted for the improper 
admission of evidence, ‘‘ unless, in the opinion of the court to 
which the application is made, some substantial wrong or mis- 
carriage has been thereby occasioned in the trial” (ord. 39, r. 6). 
The Judicature Acts, however, have had no effect on the con- 
sequences of admitting improper evidence in criminal cases, and 
if any evidence be admitted for the prosecution and left to the 
jury which is not legally admissible, a conviction will be 
quashed, whether or not other evidence was given sufficient to 
justify the conviction. In Reg. v. Gibson (35 W. R. 411, 18 
Q. B. D. 537) improper evidence was admitted against a 
prisoner without any objection from the defending counsel, and 
the court left the evidence to the jury, and the prisoner was 
convicted. The Court for Crown Cases Reserved, however, 
held that the admission of the illegal evidence had vitiated 
the trial, and that the court would not consider whether 
or not there was other evidence given sufficient to support 
the conviction; also, that it is the duty of the judge to 
see that no improper evidence is left to the jury, and that 
it makes no difference to this duty whether or not the 
defending counsel allowed the evidence to be given without 
objection. These principles were affirmed by the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council not long ago in the case of 
Makin vy. The Attorney-General of New South Wales (1894, A. ©. 
57), in which the court pointed out strongly how dangerous any 
other view of the law would be to the right of a prisoner to be 
tried by a jury. Ifthe Court for Crown Cases Reserved were 








to decide that, although evidence had been illegally received in 
a certain case, still other evidence had been given against the 
prisoner quite sufficient to justify his conviction, the judges 
would be substituted for the jury in weighing the evidence. 
The evidence improperly admitted may have influenced the jury 
more strongly than the court is aware, and the jury may have 
disbelieved the evidence which the court thinks sufficient to sup- 
port the conviction. The court would therefore be assuming the 
functions of the jury, and depriving the accused of his 
right to have the facts decided by the jury, and by them alone. 





AN INTERESTING case as to the right of an executor to remove 
fixtures as against the devisee of his testator has arisen in 
Norton v. Dashwood, decided this week by Currry, J. Questions 
as to the right to remove fixtures arise between three classes of 
persons—between landlord and tenant, between the representa- 
tives of tenant for life and remainderman, and between executor 
and heir or devisee; and the matter is complicated by the fact 
that in each case the court approaches the question with a 
different feeling as between the parties. Comparing the cases 
of a tenant, of the representatives of a tenant for life, and of 
the executor of the owner of the realty, the court seems to lean 
most strongly in favour of the tenant, and to be least inclined 
to help the executor of the owner in fee, and for this there are 
good reasons. The tenant is often bound to set up fixtures for 
the proper enjoyment of the demised premises, and in modern 
times the law has been more and more relaxed in his favour so 
as to prevent the landlord from reaping the advantage of the 
tenant’s expenditure. But an owner in fee who spends his own 
money in decorating and embellishing his house may very pro- 
bably do this for the- benefit of his heirs or devisees, and with 
ro intention of retaining the articles of ornament as a part of 
his personal estate. Hence it seems to be a general maxim 
that in questions between an heir and an executor the 
heir and the real estate are to be preferred, and that 
the inheritance is not to be suffered to descend to the heir 
prejudiced or imperfect (Amos & Ferard on Fixtures, 3rd 
ed. p. 240). And in Norton v. Dashwood Onrrry, J., has held 
that for this purpose the devisee is to be accorded the same 
treatment as the heir. In this case the question related 
to tapestry fixed to the walls of a room in the family 
mansion house of the Dasnwoops at West Wycombe. It 
was fixed by nails to battens which had been let into the 
walls and fastened there with nails. It appeared from the 
evidence that it could not be removed from the walls without 
suffering injury by tearing, and that the removal of the nails 
holding the battens to the walls would involve some injury to 
the brickwork. There was thus a strong indication of the 
testator’s intention that the tapestry should be affixed per- 
manently to the wall, and it was therefore, so Currry, J., held, 
to be treated as a fixture as between the devisee and the execu- 
tor. A similar mode of fixing tapestry had been used in 
D Eyncourt v. Gregory (L. R. 3 Eq. 882), where also it was held 
to be a fixture. 





THE INTERESTING Memorials of Lord Szxsornz, just pub- 
lished, to which we hope hereafter to refer in some detail, 
contain an account, from his own hand, of his early years at 
the Bar. He read with Mr. James Boorn, an equity drafts- 
man and conveyancer. ‘‘Mr. Boorn’s practice,” says Lord 
Se.pornE, “ although neither very great nor very lucrative, was 
sufficient to give me constant employment and a complete 
practical insight into the nature of my future work. He pos- 
sessed the confidence of, and received a considerable share of 
his business from, one of the largest agency firms in London 
(Messrs. Freip & Oo.), who represented great Liverpool houses. 
It embraced many of the most important branches of mercan- 
tile law.” Mr. Patmer was brought into personal contact with 
Mr. Epwin Witxuss Fretp and others of Mr. Boorn’s clients ; 
‘and, although it was not from them that my first briefs came, 
the knowledge which they had so gained of me led several of 
them, in course of time, to bring a share of their business to 
me, after Mr. Boor had acce ted the office of Permanent Legal 
Secretary to the Board of Trade and left the bar.” Lord 
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SELBoRNE tells us that it was to ‘‘the great city house of Messrs. 
FRESHFIELD’’ he was indebted for his first opportunity, and 
that so long as he remained at the junior bar they were his 
principal clients. The case to which his first brief related was 
tried before Baron ALpERsoN, who handed down to Mr. JAmzs 
FRESHFIELD, who was present in court, a few words on a slip of 
paper commending the part Mr. Patmer had taken in the 
argument. Mr. FresHrreup wrote to Mr. Patmer’s uncle a 
letter stating a confident opinion that ‘‘his fortune was in his 
own power, and that his exertions will not be more beneficial to 
himself than to his clients.”” This was in 1839; but it was not 
till 1844 that his business became at all considerable. 


THE JOINDER OF PLAINTIFFS. 


Tue recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Carter v. Rigby 
(44 W. R. 566), affirming the decision of the Divisional Court 
(Lord Russett, C.J., and Wricut, J.), shews that Smurthwaite 
v. Hannay (43 W. R. 113; 1894, A. C. 494) has had an un- 
fortunate and unforeseen effect on the county court practice with 
— to the joinder of plaintiffs suing under the Employers’ 
Liability Act, 1880. Under the High Court practice the joinder 
of -plaintifis depends on R. 8S. C., ord. 16, r. 1, which provides 
that all persons may be joined as plaintiffs in whom the right to 
any relief claimed is alleged to exist whether jointly, severally, 
or in the alternative. At first this rule was construed with 
considerable latitude, and in Booth v. Briscoe (25 W. R. 838, 2 
Q. B. D. 496) it was held that plaintifis might be joined 
although they had distinct causes of action. This effect of the 
decision was thus stated by Lord Esuzr, M.R., in Gort v. Rowney 
(34 W. R. 696, 17 Q. B. D. 625). It seems to me, he said, that the 
judges who decided that case construed the rule as meaning that 
where there are different plaintifis who are seeking wholly 
different relief they may be joined, that is to say, there is no 
limit to the power of joinder under the rule; but the power of 
joinder would be subject to the other rules; and therefore the 
defendant, if he found himself embarrassed, might apply to have 
one of the plaintiffs struck out, or the judge himself, if he 
thought that the claims of the different plaintiffs could not 
eeu be dealt with together, might order one of the plaintiffs 
to struck out, or might direct that there should be separate 
trials. And Lord Esner intimated his own agreement with 
this construction; though Bowery, L.J., was not prepared to 
give his assent, and, commenting on the doubtful wording of 
the rule, observed that if its framers had intended to introduce 
so startling an alteration they might have been expected to use 
more accurate language. 

So far, then, the authorities were on the whole in favour of a 
wide construction of the rule in question, and the framers of the 
County Court Rules of 1889 were entitled, when they intro- 
duced the same rule in identical terms as ord. 3, r. 1, to antici- 
pate that it would receive a similar construction for the purpose 
of county court practice ; and they proceeded accordingly to pro- 
vide more particularly for cases where several plaintiffs were 

oined in an action under the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880. 
That Act, it is to be observed, had expressly enacted that rules 
might be made for consolidating actions under the Act in a 
county court and for otherwise preventing multiplicity of such 
actions, so that it is clear that the Legislature desired to obviate 
the necessity for different plaintiffs all suing separately where the 
circumstances giving rise to the proceedings were substantially 
the same in each case. The County Court Rules specially dealing 
with the Employers’ Liability Act, and apparently, therefore, 
intended to carry out this desire of the Legislature, are con- 
tained in order 44; and rules 18 and 19 of that order, assuming 
that all the 8 suing in respect of the same accident have 
been joined as plaintiffs under ord. 3, r. 1, go on to specify how 
the judgment is to deal with the separate damages and costs in 
each case. Where, so rule 18 runs, two or more persons are 
joined as plaintiffs under ord. 3, r. 1, and the negligence, act, 
or omission which is the cause of the action shall be proved, the 
judgment shall be for all the plaintiffs, but the amount of the 
sum so awarded for damages and the costs ordered to be paid to 
each plaintiff shall be found and set forth in the judgment. 


each plaintiff in cases where the defendant fails to pay the 
amount of the judgment in full. 

In Carter v. Rigby (supra) the action was brought in the 
County Court of Staffordshire, under the Employers’ Liability 
Act and Lord Campseti’s Act, to recover compensation in 
respect of the deaths of fifty miners who were drowned in con- 
sequence of the flooding of a coal mine in North Staffordshire. 
The plaintifis were the personal representatives of the deceased 
men, and they alleged that all the deceased men lost their lives 
by reason of the negligence of the defendants’ servants, which 
resulted in the flooding of the mine. Clearly this was a case in 
which, upon the wide construction of ord. 3, r. 1, all the plain- 
tiffs were properly joined. The cause of action, indeed, in 
respect of the death of each miner was distinct, but all the 
causes of action arose out of precisely the same circumstances, 
and the same considerations would determine the liability of the 
defendants in each case. The plaintiffs therefore were not only 
properly joined on the principles of Booth v. Briscoe (supra) and 
of Lord EsHenr’s judgment in Gort v. Rowney (supra), but it was 
a matter of convenience that.they should be joined, and rule 18 
of order 3 pointed out the manner in which, should the plain- 
i fis be successful, the judgment would be framed so as to give 
o each the compensation to which he would be entitled. The 
case, it may safely be said, was exactly the kind of case to which 
rule 18 was intended to apply. 

But the House of Lords recently, in Smurthwaite v. Hannay 
(supra), placed a stricter construction upon R.8.C., ord. 16, r. 1, 
and this construction being applicable also to the County Court 
Rules, ord. 3, r. 1, the code of procedure under the Employers’ 
Liability Act dependent on the latter rule and on ord. 44, rr. 18 
and 19, has been thrown out of gear. In Smurthwaite vy. Hannay 
shipments of cotton were made by different shippers in the same 
ship for carriage from a foreign port to Liverpool. On arrival 
at Liverpool some of the bales were missing, and it being difficult 
or impossible to assign them to the respective shipments, the 
various shippers joined in an action for short delivery. In the 
Court of Appeal it was held by a majority (Lord Esuzr, M.R., 
and Kay, L.J.) that this joinder was right, though Lord Esuzr 
moderated somewhat the generality of the Janguage he had used 
in construing ord. 16, r. 1, in Gort v. Rowney (supra), and 
required that for a joinder to be permissible under the rule all 
the causes of action vested in the several plaintiffs must arise out 
of the same transaction. Bowen, L.J., dissented, and he ex- 
pressed his dissent in a well-known metaphor. It was not, he 
said, the intention of the rule that a writ should be like an 
omnibus travelling on a certain route, into which any number of 
persons might get as passengers for the journey. He insisted 
that the rule only allowed the joinder of plaintiffs who claim the 
same relief, observing that the words are not “any right to 
relief,” but “the right to any relief.”” In the House of Lords 
this dissentient view prevailed. There was, it was pointed out, 
no justification for limiting the rule, as Lord Esuer proposed to do, 
by introducing the qualification that all the causes of action 
must arise out of the same transaction, and there was no choice 
save to carry the rule to the full extent countenanced by Lord 
Esuer in Gort v. Rowney (supra) or else to limit it to cases in 
which all the plaintiffs claimed the same relief in respect of the 
same cause of action. But the great latitude of the former 
construction was with difficulty to be reconciled with other rules, 
and since the latter was in accordance with the grammatical 
meaning of the words under consideration it was adopted as 
the correct construction. Notwithstanding, therefore, that in 
Smurthwaite v. Hannay there was so great a similarity between 
the causes of action alleged by the various plaintiffs, it was 
held that the plaintiffs were badly joined since the cause of 
action in each case and the relief which each claimed was dis- 
tinct. - 

Upon applying the same construction to ord. 3, r. 1, of the 
County Court Rules it appears that the joinder of the plaintiffs 
in Carter v. Rigby was equally wrong. ‘The identity of the cir- 
cumstances which gave rise to the cause of action in each case 
did not interfere with the fact that each plaintiff sued in respect 
of a distinct cause of action and claimed distinct relief. So far 
as this rule went, thep, the joinder of the plaintiffs was bad, and 
though it was clearly such a joinder as was contemplated by 
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rule 18 of order 44, yet there was the technical objection that 











July 11, 1896. 





oa . 
at 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 40.] 633 








the latter rule depended for its effect on ord. 3, r. 1, and if the 
case was not brought within order 3 it could not be assisted 
by order 44. This technical o»jection prevailed, and the 
decision in Smurthwaite v. Hannay thus prevents claimants under 
the Employers’ Liability. Act from having the benefit of the pro- 
cedure specially designed for them uader the County Court 
Rules. The construction at first placed on R. 8. C., ord 16, r. 1, 
would seem to be for practical purposes too wide; that which at 
present prevails is too narrow. The matter has probably engaged 
the attention of the revisers of the R. 8. C., and we may shortly 
expect to see a new rule framed by the light of the recent 
decisions. A corresponding change will then have to be made 
in the County Court Rules. 








COMPANIES INCORPORATED BY ACT OF PARLIA- 
MENT. 
Ir has been hitherto a moot question whether when trustees 
have a power to invest in debentures or shares of companies 
incorporated by Act of Parliament they are entitled to invest in 
companies formed under the Companies Acts, or only in those 
formed under a special Act. In Re Smith, Davidson v. Myrtle 
(ante, p. 621) Kexewron, J., has now decided in favour of the 
latter construction ; but, as at present reported, his decision is 
given very shortly, and it does not appear how he met the very 
strong indications of a contrary opinion to be found in the 
judgments of the Court of Appeal in Re Sharp (45 Ch. D. 290) 
and Elve v. Boyton (1891, 1 Ch. 501). 

Of these two cases the most important for the present 
is Elve v. Boyton, and though it did not touch the identical 
question now under consideration, yet the reasoning used in it 
has seemed to be practically conclusive against the view taken 
by Kexewicn, J. By a public Act of Parliament passed in 
1719 (6 Geo. 1, c. 18) the Crown was empowered to grant two 
charters incorporating two separate bodies to carry on the busi- 
ness of marine insurance. Each corporation was to pay a sum of 
£300,000 to the Exchequer towards discharging the debts of the 
Civil List, and in default of payment the Crown was to have 
power to revoke the charter. During the existence of the 
corporations no other society was to be allowed to carry on the 
business of marine insurance. In pursuance of this Act the 
Crown granted charters incorporating the London Assurance 
Co. and the Royal Exchange Assurance Oo., and though, by an 
Act of the next year (7 Geo. 1, c. 27), £150,000 was remitted to 
each company of the price originally offered for its incorporation, 
they obtained, and for many years enjoyed, a monopoly of 
company business relating to marine insurance. Thus the 
companies, although incorporated immediately by +. % charter, 
were nage gop upon terms which the Crown, in the ordinary 
exercise of its prerogative, was not entitled to insert, and the 
constitution of the companies rested ultimately on the Act of 
Parliament under which the charter was ted. 

In Elve v. Boyton (supra) the question arose whether a trustee 
of a will who had power to invest in shares “ of any company 
incorporated by Act of Parliament” could properly invest in 
shares of the London Assurance Oo., and the Court of Appeal 
held that he could. After describing the mode of formation of 
the company, Linpizy, L.J., put the question whether such a 
corporation so created was not in the language of the will 
incorporated by Act of Parliament. It had been urged, on the 
other hand, that it was incorporated by charter. The answer, 
said the Lord Justice, is that it would have been impossible 
without the Act of Parliament to create such a corporation by 
that or any other charter. ‘The real truth,” he continued, “ is 
that, if you look at it very closely, the corporation owed its 
birth and creation to the joint effect of the charter and of the 
Act of Parliament, and you can no more neglect the Act of 
Parliament than you can neglect the charter. It te ama to us 
that upon any reasonable construction of this clause [the 
London Assurance nag? was a corporation incorporated by Act 
of Parliament within the true meaning of that clause.” In this 
omen Loves and Kay, L.JJ., concurred without further 
remark, 

It is diffioult to avoid the conclusion that the reasoning which 
seemed to the Court of Appeal conclusive in the case of the 





London Assurance Company applies a fortiori’ to a company 
incorporated under the Companies Acts. Here there is nothi 
except the Act of 1862 to which the. company can owe its incor- 
poration. The London Assurance Oo. might in a sense be 
very well said to be incorporated by its charter. A Royal charter 
is an established mode of incorporation, and reference to the 
Act of Parliament was only necessary to enable the Crown to 
insert in the charter special terms. But a company formed 
under the Companies Acts has no such charter outside the Acts. 
Its memorandum and articles of association certainly do not in 
themselves possess any i orating virtue. It is only when 
they are registered that the company becomes incorporated, and 
the incorporation follows under section 18 of the Act of 1862 so 
soon as the registrar, upon the due registration of the memo- 
randum and articles, issues his certificate of incorporation. If 
the London Assurance Co., which depended first on its charter 
and only remotely on the Act of Parliament, was held to be 
incorporated by the statute, how can it be said that.a company 
under the Act of 1862, which owes its incorporation aa to 
the Act, is not likewise incorporated by statute ? 

We quite admit that, taking the words “incorporated by Act 
of Parliament” by themselves, it is by no means clear that they 
are not to be distinguished from ‘incorporated under Act of 
Parliament,” and in Re Smith (supra) Kexewicu, J., so distin- 
guished them. But the reasoning of Linvtey, L.J., in Elve v. 
Boyton seems to shew that the matter has already been practi- 
cally settled by the Court of Appeal. In Re Sharp (supra) the 
question was as to the meaning of the term “ public company,” 
and it was held that it included companies incorporated under 
the Companies Acts, provided the shares were transferable to the 
public. ‘They are,” said Fry, L.J., referring to the particular 
companies under consideration, ‘‘ incorporated by public statute, 
the instruments which form their constitution are open to the 
public, and their shares are transferable to the public. Here, then, 
the phrase “ incorporated by public statute ” is judicially used to 
describe companies puede | under the Companies Acts. Re 
Sharp, however, and Elve v. Boyton are only cases which seem 
to authorize the opinion that under the power in question trus- 
tees are at liberty to invest in the shares of companies registered 
under the Companies Acts. They are not direct decisions on the 
point, and for the present the decision in Re Smith must be 
taken to exclude such investments from the power. 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


LrveRPooL Court oF PassaGE.—The Liverpool Court of Passage 
Bill has been read a second time in the House of Lords, the Lord 
Chancellor intimating that in Committee he should endeavour to 
provide that the summary jurisdiction proposed to be conferred by 
the Bill should not be prejudicial to defendants. 

Bits PassEp into Law.—On the 2nd inst. the Royal Assent was 
given to the Derelict Vessels (Report) Bill, and to several private and 
provisional order Bills. 





REVIEWS. 
COPYHOLDS. 


A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF COPYHOLDS AND OF THE OTHER 
TENURES (CUSTOMARY AND FREEHOLD) OF LANDS WITHIN 
MANORS; WITH THE LAW OF MANORS AND OF MANORIAL 
Customs GENERALLY, AND THE RULES OF EVIDENCE APPLIC- 
ABLE THERETO; INcLUDING THE Law OF CoMMONS OR WASTE 
LANDS; AND ALSO THE JURISDICTION OF THE VARIOUS 
MANoRIAL Courts. By Joun Sortven, Serjeant-at-Law. Seventh 
edition, by ARCHIBALD Brown, Barrister-at-Law, M.A., B.C.L. 
Butterworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 

The fifteen years which have elapsed since Mr. Brown edited the 
previous edition of Scriven on Copyholds have produced sufficient 
new material both in the way of statute and of case law to make the 

roduction of the present edition no light task, but as far as we have 
m able to test the book Mr. Brown has done the work carefully 
and well. The Copyhold Act, 1887, effected extensive changes in the 
law of enfranchisement, and these have been consolidated with the 
remaining portions of the earlier statutes by the Act of 1894. Hence 
the chaper on enfranchisement has had to be re-written, and the 
account which it contains of this last statute presents the reader 
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with a very clear view of the existing system of en- 
isement. The most important of recent decisions on 
hold law is Ecclesiastical Commissioners v. Parr (42 W. R. 561; 
1 2 Q. B. 420), and at numerous pages references to it are given. 
‘ The points which the case decided are stated fully at pp. 139 and 
471. The first point related to implied admittance by receipt of 
quit rents, and Mr. Brown points out and emphasizes the practical 
of the decision according as a lord does or does not 
desire to take advantage of such an implication. The second point 
related to the effect of the Statute of Limitations in barring the lord’s 
title. Formerly it was sometimes thought that the statute ran 
inst the lord from the time when the tenancy was vacant (see 
Lidiard and Jackson & Broadley’s Contract (37 W. R. 793, 42 Ch. D. 
254); but this view overlooked the fact that the lord had thereupon 
no immediate right of entry, and that till the accrual of such right 
the statute does not begin to run. The right of entry does not 
accrue until the lord has made the customary proclamations and the 
heir has failed to come in; and until this time accordingly, so the 
Court of Appeal held, the lord’s title is not in danger. The reference 
to this case given in the index to p. 335 should be to p. 333. Another 
recent case on the Statute of Limitations noted by Mr. Brown is 
Howitt v. Earl of Harrington (41 W. R. 664; 1893, 2 Ch. 497), that 
copyhold quit rents are liable, like freehold quit rents, to be barred 
by non-payment for more than twelve years. An appendix contains 
the text of the Copyhold Act, 1894, and various information relating 
tocompulsory enfranchisement. We are glad to see this standard work 
so conveniently brought up to date. 





OVERSEERS. 


HappEN’s OVERSEERS’ Hanppook. By the Author of ‘‘ Hadden’s 
Local Government Act, 1894." Hadden, Best, & Co. 


This is a useful book, and it isa pity that the author prefers to 
remain anonymous. Although it professes to deal only with the 
powers and duties of overseers, assistant overseers, collectors of poor 
rates, and vestry clerks, there are few points of parish law which are 
not incidentally touched upon. A particularly good chapter is that 
relating to valuation and rating; it contains, amongst other matters, 
& of the principles of valuation and notes on the assessment 
Spatial classes of hereditaments arranged conveniently in alpha- 
betical order. The mysteries of precepts, contribution orders, general 
and special expenses, parish accounts, and audit are carefully and 


lucidly ined. An appendix contains a selection of orders, forms, 

and a relating to the subject matter of the book; the cases 

cited, —— are well chosen and up to date, and the 
is ; 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Law Quarterly Review, edited by Sin Frepericx Pottock, 
Bart., M.A., LL.D. July, 1896. Stevens & Ssns (Limited). 

Memorials. Part I.—Family and Personal (1766-1865). By 
RovuspELL Pater, Earl of Selborne. Two volumes. Macmillan & 
Co. (Limited). 

The Law of the Domestic Relations; including Husband and 
Wife, Parent and Child, Guardian and Ward, Infants, and Master 
and Servant. By Wimiiam Pisper Eversiey, B.C.L., M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. Second edition. Stevens & Haynes. 

The Principles of International Law. By T. J. Lawrence, M.A., 
LL.D. Macmillan & Co. 


Precedents of General Requisitions on Title; with Explanatory 
Notes and Observations for the Use of Articled Clerks, Law Students, 
and others. By Hzxpert A. Dickiss, Solicitor. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
A RURAL QUERY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 
Sir,—Can you or any of your readers assist me on the following 





point, on which I cannot find any authority 7 

A Baral District Council, on the request of the Parish Couneil, 
— ag shoe a. . some — in the parish at a cost of £40, 

evied by a ial sanitary rate under section 230 

the Public Health Ad, 185. ” 
The nape das being resumed this year. 
Many of the ratepayers who paid this rate are well supplied with 
water, and wish to prevent « similar rate being made again. 
Section 10 of the Public Health (Water) Act, 1875 (41 & 42 Vict. c, 
25) im effect gives five ratepayers in « contributory place, as defined 
by section 224 (1) of the Act of 1875, power to require water rates or 
water rents to be levied by the sanitary authority under section 56 


A the Act of 1975. 


The query is whether, if the ratepayers require water rates or 
rents to be levied under the Act of 1aT8, they could successfully 
resist in future a rate for water under section 230 of the Act of 1875 ? 

Section 13 of the Act of 1878 enacts that the powers given by that 
Act ‘‘ shall be deemed to be in addition to and not in derogation of ” 
other powers, by Act of Parliament or otherwise. 

July 8, 1896. ‘A Constant CounTRY READER. 





DOGS AND CATTLE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In your issue of the 20th of June you refer in your notes 
of the week to ‘‘ dogs and their liberty to bite,” and in concluding 
you mention 28 & 29 Vict. c. 60 as the sheep’s Magna Charta. 
This Act, however, refers to ‘‘caitle” as well as “sheep,” and 
according to the case of Wright v. Pearson horses are included under 
the word “ cattle’ in section 1 of the Act. T. F. UTTLEy. 

17, Brazenose-street, Manchester, July 8, 1896. 


[Quite so; but is the Act less the sheep’s Magna Charta? It is 
to sheep, and not cattle, that dogs usually do injury.—Eb. S. J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
REG. r. JUSTICES OF KENT—No. 1, 25th June. 


Licenstinc Acts—RENEWAL or Licence—OssEcTION—RENEWAL RerusEp— 
APPEAL—JURISDICTION OF QUARTER Sgssions TO AWARD Costs—SuMMARY 
Junispiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vicr. c. 49), s. 31, suB-secTion 5. 


Appeal from the judgment of the Queen’s Bench Division (Lord Russell 
of Killowen, C.J., and Wright, J.). One Boulter duly served upon a 
licence-holder notice of his intention to oppose the renewal of the licence 
at the general annual licensing meeting. The renewal was refused, and 
the licence-holder appealed to quarter sessions, serving notice of appeal 
upon Boulter and upon the clerk to the licensing justices. Neither 
Boulter nor the licensing justices appeared upon the appeal. The quarter 
sessions allowed the appeal and renewed the nen and ordered Boulter 
to pay the costs of the appeal. Boulter thereupon obtained a rule for a 
writ of certiorari to bring up the order dizecting him to pay the costs for 
the purpose of its being quashed, upon the ground that the quarter 
sessions had no jurisdiction to make the order. The Divisional Court dis- 
eharged the rule. Boulter se. 

Tue Cover (Lord Esuer, M.R., Kay and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 

Lord Esuer, M.R., said that the question was whether an objector to 
the renewal of a licence, whose objection had been sustained at the general 
annual licensing meeting, was a party to the appeal to quarter sessions 
brought by the licence-holder. In his opinion the cases of Reg. v. 
Justices of Glamorganshire (40 W. R. 436; 1892,1 Q. B. 621), Reg. v. 
Justices of London (43 W. R. 387; 1895, 1 Q. B. 616)—which were decisions 
binding upon this court—and Reg. v. Justices of Bristol (41 W. R. 379)— 
with which he entirely agreed—were authorities for saying that the 
objector, by making the objection to the renewal of the licence and 
obtaining a decision in support of the objection, was ‘‘ the other party” 
within section 31, sub-section 2, of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, 
and was thereby made respondent to the appeal against that deci:ion. 
The licence-holder could not launch his appeal without serving notice of 
appeal upcn the objector. The respondent to the appeal, the objector, 
did not appear at quarter sessions. The quarter sessions had power under 
eection 31, sub-section 5, to order the costs of the appeal to be paid by 
‘* either party.’’ Therefore they had jurisdiction to order the objector to 

y the costs of the appeal. 

Kay and A. L. Suirn, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunsg, G. Biaiklock and £. 
Owen Roberts ; J. Lawson Walton, Q.C., and A. H. Bodkin. Soxscrrons, 
Hicks, Davis, § Hunt, for A. M. Bradley, Dover; Godden, Son, § Holme, for 
Mouell § Mowell, Dover. 


[Reported by W. F. Banny, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re THE HIGGINSHAW MILLS AND SPINNING CO. (LIM.), MANCHESTER 
AND COUNTY BANK (LIM.) v. THE HIGGINSHAW MILLS AND 
SPINNING OO. (LIM.)—No. 2, 20d July. 


Company —Winnixe vur—Mortoacrz—Distress vor Inrengsr Accrvep 
avrex Wixpinc-vr Oxpen—Comvantes Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. ¢. 
89), s. 163. 7 


This was an appeal from the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine 
Court of Lancaster. The defendant company was incorporated in July, 
1873. By a mortgage deed, dated the 24th of October, 1873, and contain- 
ing the usual powers of distress and re-entry, the property of the com- 
pany was mortgaged to one Hilton Greaves for £40,000. In 1888 the 
company issued debentures to the value of £30,000, of which Greaves took 





£3,000. On the 4th of October, 1895, a petition was presented for a wind- 
ing-up order. On the 11th of October the bank, on behalf of themselves 
and all other debenture-holders, brought an action against the company, 


; and on the 15th of October an order was made in the action for the 





appointment of a receiver, and ultimately, on the Mth of January, 1596, 
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three receivers were appointed. On the 24th of October the company 
passed an extraordinary resolution for winding up voluntarily, the 
same three gentlemen were appointed as liquidators. On the 18th of 
November a supervision order was made, and on the next day the —_ 
dators wert into possession of the mills. From the 13th of 5 
1895, until the 14th of January, 1896, they worked one of the mills. On 
the 13th of April, 1896, the liquidators ceased to keep the machinery 

‘weigher rer? 4 srgeaae: one of want ae of the m g , who had 

ied, e mortgagees would not pay any te) expenses 
of keeping the machinery in working order. FT he test on the mortgage 
debt being in arrear, on the 8th of May, 1896, the executors took out a 
summons asking for leave to distrain after the commencement of the wind- 
ing up. The Vice-Chancellor gave them leave to distrain for interest 
accrued due to the ay since the 19th of November, 1895. The 
liquidators appealed. ction 163 of the Companies Act, 1862, provides 
as follows: ‘* Where any company is being wound up by the court, or 
subject to the supervision of the court, any attachment, sequestration, 
distress, or execution put in force against the estate or effects of the com- 
pany after the commencement of the winding up shall be void to all 
intents.’’ Counsel for the appellants argued that the case was entirely 
covered by Re Lancashire Cotton Spinning Co., Ex parte Carnelley (36 W. R. 
$05, 35 Ch. D. 656), and that it did not come within either of the two 
classes of cases which have been excepted by the court from the operation 
of the 163rd section. The following cases were also referred to: 
Re Exhall Coal Mining Co. (4 D. J. & 8.377), Re Brown, Bayley, § Dizon, 
Ez parte Roberts (30 W. R. 30, 18 Ch. D. 649), Re New City Constitutional Club 
Co., Ex parte Purssell (35 W. R. 421, 34 Ch. D. 646), and Re Oak Pits Colliery 
Co. (30 W. R. 759, 21 Ch. D. 322). 

Tue Covurr (Linpizy and Lopzs, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Linptey, L.J., said the Vice-Chancellor was mistaken in granting leave 
to distrain. Until the time when the liquidators took possession the 
mortgagees had done nothing at all; ever since then the liquidators had 
been trying to do the best they could with the mill. It was for the 
benefit of all parties that the mill should be kept going, and 
that made a very important difference between a mortgagee and a 
mere landlord. The mo s asked to be paid in full or to be 
allowed to distrain for the interest which had accrued due since the 
liquidators entered into possession. In such cases one must have 
regard to the statutes, and anyone wanting leave to distrain must 
shew good grounds for it. The Lancashire Cotton case shewed that there 
might be cases, and the reasons for such distraints were fully and 
accurately explained therein. The Oak Pits Colliery case was a case of a 
landlord. A mortgagee had his security, and if the property was 80 
managed as to sell better the mortgagee had the benefit of it. That 
appeared to be the ratio decidendi of the Lancashire Cotton case. This case 
_ — governed in principle by that case, and the appeal must be 

owed. 


Lorgs, L.J., was of the same opinion. His lordship said the case was 
governed by the Lancashire Cotton case, and he entirely with the 
distinction which had been drawn between a landlord anda mortgagee. 
The summons must be dismissed with costs both here and below. Appeal 
allowed.—Covnset, Buckley, Q.C., and Radford; Astbury, Q.C., and 
Tweedale. Soxicrrors, Rowcliffes, Rawle,*§ Co., for R. ¢ J. Ascroft $ Maw, 
Oldham ; Woodcock, Ryland, § Co., for Tweedale, Sons, § Lees, Oldham. 


[Reported by W. SHALLOROSS GODDARD, Barrister-at-Law.) 


EHRMANN v. ERRMANN—No. 2, 1st July. 


Practice—Evipence—Letrers or Request To Take Evipence Anroap— 
arenes or Cournt—Evinence Corronorative, BUT Not DrrectLy To 
SSUE. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Stirling, J., who directed the 
issue of letters of request addressed to the proper tribunals in Ge: to 
examine certain persons as witnesses for the purposes of the action. The 
plaintiffs and defendant had carried on business as wine merchants in 
partnership, and the action was brought for the dissolution of the partner- 
ship. The plaintiffs by their statement of claim made charges against the 
defendant of misconduct as a partner; and in particular alleged that he 
had bribed a person in the employ of certain carriers to give him the 
names and addresses of persons to whom such carriers f: led wines on 
behalf of Continental wine merchants, and had sent to the plaintiffs lists 
of the names and addresses of such persons, and of the merchants, for use 
in their journeys on behalf of the firm; that the means by which the lists 
had been obtained had afterwards become known to the plaintiffs and also 
to other persons, and that the reputation of the firm had thereby. been 
injured. The defendant denied the truth of these allegations. The action 
had been set down for trial, and the plaintiffs gave notice of motion for 
the issue of the letters of request. It was alleged that the persons whom 
it was wished to examine were some of the Continental merchants in 
question, and their evidence was required by the plaintiffs to prove that 
certain wines were forwarded on their behalf to certain persons by the 
carriers in question. ‘Tho plaintiffs _ = pursuance — yal of the 
court, given particulars of the names of the persons to whom _—_ 
the wine had been sent, and of the merchante who sent it, and also the 
quantities sent. Stirling, J., directed the letters of request to issue, but 
at a future date, so as to give the defendant an opportunity of making 
admissions which would save the expenso of the issue of the letters, The 
defendant appealed. 

Tur Covnr (Livpiey and Loras, L.JJ.) allowed the a and held 
that the issue of letters of request was a matter for the dlowe of the 
judge, but the taking of evidence in that way was expensive and should 


not be allowed unlegs it was yore woe J necessary for the purposes of jus- 
tice—unless the evidence, if obtained, 


would prove the main question at 


issue. In the present case the evidence which the plaintiffs sought to 


obtain might perhaps be useful to them as corroborative of their story, but 
it would not prove the charge that the defendant had obtained the lists by 
im; means, and the letters of request ought not to have been ordered 
to . Appeal allowed.—Counset, Buckley, Q.C., and H. Terrell; Jelf, 
Q.0., and J. M. Solomon. Soricrrons, Wild § Wild; Goldberg, Langdon, 
Barrett, ¢ Newall. 

[Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law. | 


SALTER v. SALTER—No. 2, 3rd July. 


Practice—Prozars Drvistion—Arrorntment oF Recerver Penpente Lire 
—J URISDICTION— @ Surr—Caveat—Wanrnine—Jupicature Act 
1873 (36 & 37 Vicr. c. 66), 8. 25, svB-sEcTION 8. 

This was an @ from a decision of the President of the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division, who had refused, on the ground of want 
of jurisdiction, to appoint a receiver pendente lite. One Frederick Salter 
died in May, 1896, having by his last will, dated the 9th of May, 1896, 
left all his property to his brother. The testator’s widow, who claimed 
the whole estate under an earlier will, resisted probate of the will of May, 
1896. She entered a caveat in the matter of the estate, and when the 
caveat was warned she entered an appearance to the warning. At this 
stage she applied for the appointment, pendente lite, of a receiver of the 
goods of the deceased, contending that there was a lis pendens by reason of 
the proceedings already taken, and that in any case section 25, sub-sec- 
tion 8, of the Judicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c. 66), gave the court 
jurisdiction to appoint a receiver. The President held that,a writ not 
having been issued, there was no lis pendens, and refused to appoint a 
receiver ; but he granted an injunction to prevent the brother from part- 
ing with the property, which he had taken possession of. Against the 
refusal to appoint a receiver the widow appealed. iad 

Tue Covrr (Lrxpiey, Lorgs, and Ricry, LJJ.) dismissed the appeal. 
Counsel for the t was not called upon. 

Linptey, L.J., said: 1 thimk the case of Re Parker. 
v. Brooks (54 L. J. Ch. 694) has been misunderstood. Par! 
means this. It was a creditor’s action in the Chancery Division 
for the administration of the estate of a deceased person. 
There had been no probate of any will. The question arose 
whether a receiver could be appointed ; and one question in the case was 
whether the application should not be made in the Probate Division 
rater than in the ng gy ects eouty he pend the old Nene 
was that there must be a /is j in appoin a 
receiver. But what does that mean ? This : the old rule in Chancery 
used to be that there must be a /is pendens in the Probate Division before the 


not in any way support the idea that ever, in the Chancery Division or the 
Probate Division, or in any other court, you agra, eg 
a receiver before there is any writ issued. I never , nor did 
anybody else in this court, that that could be done. The whole of this 
application seems to me to be based on a misconception what Chitty, J., 
meant in that case. He simply meant that in a creditor’s action in the 
Chancery Division you could now do what you could not do before, appoint 
a receiver where there was no might action in the Probate Division. I 
think the President was perfectly t. : 

Lorgs, L.J., said: I am of the = aon. oo i caavanin 
receiver cannot be made unless there is a + Beye & 
and the same applies to an injunction, which cannot be ol | unless 
there is a lis pendens. It frequently happens that the application is made 
before the writ is served, but it has always been issued, and the applica- 
tion for the appointment of a receiver cannot be made unless there is 


ef 


& 


lis pendens. It is said that certain proceedings which have been taken 
amount to a /is pendens. I am clearly of opinion that they do not. When 
the nature of those is considered that is abundantly clear. A 


caveat is simply a notice to the registrar not to issue any grant of probate 
unless ue is first given to the solicitor of the party who has lodged 
the caveat. The caveat is issued, and it says, Let nothing be done 
matter. Then the caveat is be aan, Lay i to ny —s  Soaninss » 
caveator that he must appeat w : an 

entered. What happens next? If any further proceedings are to be 
taken ty the partion, the next step fs the issue of a writ. When a writ 
issued then a /is commences, and in my opinion n ; 

ing that to the present case, I think the learned judge was 

and had no jurisdiction to do that which he was asked to do. 

Rreny, L.J., delivered judgment to same effect.—Cocnsat, P. 
Rase-Innes ; Bargrave Deane, Soxrcrrons, H. Rose- Innes ; J. @. Kempster. 
(Reported by R. C. Macxenare, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
NORTON v, DASHWOOD—Chitty, J., Tth July. 
Exxcvror—Davisen—Wiit —Hamooms—Frxrenss —Tarestey. 
The question in this case was whether certain tapestry on the walls of a 
room in a mansion house was a “haat - eats devise of the house. 
The facts appear from — 
Currry, J.—The in question is on the sams Ge Seer 
room in the maneion house of the Dashwoods. The plaintiff, as 
executor of the late Sir Edwin Dashwood, claims the right 





to 
take away the try asa chattel; the claim is resisted by the defen- 
dant Sir Robert wood, as tenant for life in possession of the man- 
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sion house. Both parties claim under the will of the late Sir George 


par 
Dashwood, who died in 1862. By his will he settled the mansion care | 


so that it passed on his death to his widow for life, on her death in 1889 
to Sir Edwin for his life, and on his death in 1893 to the defendant Sir 
Robert for‘his life. Certain articles were settled as heirlooms to go with 
the mansion house, partly by direct gift and partly by a selection to be made 
by the trustees. The trustees subsequently, by an inventory which they 
signed jointly, made that selection. The tapestry was not mentioned in 
the will nor in the inventory signed by the trustees. By virtue of the 
will all the chattels in the house not made heirlooms by direct gift or by 
the selection of the trustees passed to the testator’s widow as residuary 
legatee. Litigation arose after her death between the executors of her 
will and Sir Edwin, then tenant for life in possession, and subsequently as 
part of a compromise her executors sold to Sir Edwin all the furniture 
and chattels in the house which she would have been entitled tosell. The 
ta was not mentioned in the sale, but the present claim of Sir 
win’s executor is founded on the sale. The question first to be 
i is whether the tapestry passed with the devise of the house. 
In regard to fixtures and aclaim to remove them, the law has regard to 
the relation of the parties, and differs according to the nature of that 
relation. It will suffice to mention three sets of cases. As between land- 
lord and tenant, the claim of the tenant to remove fixtures set up by 
himself is the most favoured ; as between tenant for life and remainder- 
man, the claim of the tenant for life to remove fixtures set up by himself 
is less favoured ; and as between executor and heir where both claim under 
the same owner, the claim of the executor to remove fixtures set up by the 
owner is still less favoured. The present case falls within the principle of 
decisions between executor and heir. In considering any question of fix- 
tures the important circumstances to be regarded are, first, the mode of an- 
nexation of the article and the extent to whichit is united to the freehold ; 
secondly, its nature and construction, as whether it has been put up fora 
temporary purpose or by way of permanent improvement ; and thirdly, 
the effect its removal will have upon the freehold. See Anfos on Fixtures, 
3rd ed. (1883) 125, and Smith’s Leading Cases, 10th ed. (1896), vol. 2, 
208. [His lordship then stated the material facts, which in effect were as 
follow :—The room in question was one where the tapestry had stood 
on the walls as now for at least a century, and the room had apparently so 
long been known as ‘“‘the tapestry room.’’ The tapestry had been 
described as consisting of tapestry panels. Wainscot and its panels pass 
to the heir (Cave v. Cave, 2 Vern. 509). The tapestry had been cut and 
pieced eo as to fit and cover the spaces in the walls left by the doors and 
mantelpiece. The mode of fixing it to the wall was as follows. Chaces 
had been cut in the plaster right down to the brickwork ; into these chaces 
battens 2}in. broad by #in. thick had been placed and recurely fixed by 
strong iron nails firmly driveninto the brickwork. The nails being very 
old and rusty were difficult to extract. The tapestry itself was nailed to 
the battens by old nails about fin. long. The tapestry itself could not be 
removed from the walls without suffering injury by tearing, and if removed 
would be of comparatively little use or value as a chattel. The tapestry could 
not be got off the walls without removing the entablature over one of the 
doors, nor probably without removing the frieze over the mantelpiece. 
On the question of permanent annexation, one of the skilled witnesses for 
the plaintiff admitted that if he desired to fix tapestry permanently to a 
room he should fix it in the way in this case. The skilled witness called 
by the defendant said that was the system adopted at the present time. } 
On these facts his lordship held that the tapestry passed with the devise 
of the houze itself, and that the case was covered by that of D’ Fyncourt v. 
Gregory (15 W. R. 186, 3 Eq. 382).—Cownsex, Farwell, Q.C., and 7. L. 
Witkinson ; Byrne, Q.C., and Dunham. Sortcrrors, Long § Gardiner ; 
Morse & Simpson. 
[Reported by Ratecu B. Partipotts, Barrister-at-Law. | 
ROWLAND v. MITCHELL—Iist July, Romer, J. 


Trape-Marx—Inreincement—Puotocrarh or Invenron as TRADE- 
Marx—Acavrescence IN INnrRINGEMENT. 

This was an action in which the plaintiff, Mr. J. Rowland, of South- 

wark, London, a manufacturer of cough drops known as ‘‘ The Army and 

Navy Paregoric Cough Tablets,’’ claimed damages against the defendant 


for infringing his trade-mark, registered number 155,638, Class 42 | 
(Confectionery), and for an injunction to restrain the defendant from 


pn ggg agama, the said trade-mark. The facts of the case were as 
ollow. mark on the tablet was an oval ring enclosing a photograph 
of the plaintiff. A man named G Hoskins was the original maker of 
the “‘ tablets,” and after he ceased to be such he continued to sell ‘‘ Army 
and Navy Paregoric Tablets’”’ in wrappers and with a get up so resembl 

the plaintiff's that it was difficult to distinguish them. The plaintiff in 
1892 threatened to bring an action against Hoskins to restrain the sale, 
but as he himself was worried by domestic troubles and Hoskins was not 
in good circumstances, he refrained from bringing it. In 1895 Hoskins sold 
his business to the defendant, inst whom the plaintiff brought the 
presentaction. The defendant applied by motion to expunge the plaintiff’s 


Rourn, J., dismissed the defendant’s motion, with coste. His lordshi 
held that there was no objection toa man registering his own photograp’ 
as a trade-mark. The plaintiff was also entitled to succeed in his action 
apart from the fact that his trade-mark had been infringed, it was 

necessary to compare the plaintiff's and defendant’s labels to see that 

the latter were intended to deceive and had been made for the purpose of 

. His lordship further held on the facte of the case that there 

no such delay on the plaintiff’s part as prevented him from 

suing either Hoskins or the def t.—Counser, Eve, Q.C., and Gover ; 

14, Q.C., and Edmondson. Soracrrons, C. & EF. Woodroffe; Oscar Walker. 
| Reported by J. Axrave Price, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. LORD WOLVERTON—Ist July. 


Intanp RevenvE—New Annurty—Svuccession Duty—ANNUITY OUT oF 
Serritep Prorerty—16 & 17 Vicr. oc. 51—Cwusroms anp InLtAND Revenvg 
Acts, 1888 (51 Vict. c. 8), s. 21, and 1889 (52 Vicr. oc. 7), s. 7. 


In this case an information had been filed by the Attorney-General 
against Frederick, Baron Wolverton, praying that it might be declared 
that upon the death of Georgiana Maria Julia, Lady Wolverton, succession 
duty at the rate of 6} per cent. under the Acts 16 & 17 Vict. c. 51, and 
51 Vict. c. 8, 8. 21, and estate duty under 52 Vict. c. 7,8. 7, became 
payable in respect of an annuity of £15,000 to which the defendant, as the 
person for the time being holding the title of Baron Wolvertcn, became 
entitled in possession under the trusts declared by clause 2 of an indenture 
dated the 3lst of December, 1888, out of the income of the trust funds in 
the said indenture called ‘‘ the settled property,’’ and that the defendant, 
as successor, was personally accountable to her Majesty for such duty 
accordingly, or that it might be declared what duties had become payable 
in respect of the said annuity and at what rates respectively. The Inland 
Revenue claimed that succession and estate duties became payable in 
respect of the annual sum of £15,000 which the defendant became 
entitled to under clause 2 of the aforesaid indenture from the date of 
Lady Wolverton’s death until the trust for accumulation should have 
céased, which annual sum was derived by him from the parties of the 
second part to the said indenture (being the c>-heiresses of George Gren- 
fell, Baron Wolverton) as predecessors, or if not then from the said Lady 
Wolverton, or from the said co-heiresses and Lady Wolverton jointly, 
The defendant refused to admit the claim made in the information by the 
Crown, and refused to pay the duties claimed. He contended the Crown’s 
claim was not maintainable, as upon the death of the said Lady Wolver- 
ton legacy duty to the amount of £34,276 6s. 8d., being at the rate of 
3 per cent., was on the 27th of August, 1894, paid upon the whole 
of the residuary estate of the said testator in respect of the bequest 
thereof by the said will, and such duty and amount was claimed, received, 
and accepted by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue upon the passing 
of the said estate under and in pursuance of the said will; that upon the 
death of the said Lady Wolverton, which took place upon the 10th of 
July, 1894, the accumulated fund mentioned in the said deed was for the 
purpose of payment of legacy duty valued at £567,239 ; that on the 20th 
of March, 1894, the Commissioners admitted and stated that the tran- 
saction which was carried into effect by the deed of the 3lst of December, 
1888, was, as between Lady Wolverton and the five co-heiresses, for 
valuable consideration on both sides, and consequently that there was no 
claim for succession duty on the co-heiresses by reference to the death of 
Lady Wolverton, and that such statement and admission applied to the 
defendant’s case. 


Tue Covrt (Pottock, B., and Bruce, J.) in a considered and written 
judgment came to the conclusion that there should be judgment for the 
Crown. They were of opinion that the annuity to which the defendant 
had succeeded under the deed was a new annuity created by that deed, 
and that he became entitled to it as a successor, the co-heiresses, or they 
and the said Lady Wolverton together, being the predecessors. ‘Ihe effect 
of the deed of 1888, as between Lady Wolverton and the five co-heiresses, 
did not amount toa sale for the reason that neither were they vendors nor 
was the defendant a vendee. Judgment for the Crown.—Covunsnz1, Sir 
R. E. Webster, A.G., Sir R. B. Finlay, 8.G., and Vaughan Hawkins; 
Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., Cripps, Q.C., and Danckwerts. Soxtcrrors, Solicitor of 
Inland Revenue ; Waterhouse, Winterbotham, Harrison, § Harper. 


[Reported by E. G. St1tuwet, Barrister-at-Law. | 


THE CHICAGO RAILWAY TERMINAL ELEVATOR CO. (Appellants) v. 
rg anagem OF INLAND REVENUE (Respondents)— 
2nd July. 


IntanpD Revenve—Marxketaste Securttres—Bonpv or Forrrcn Company 
—Szcunty Mapg or Issvep in Unrrep Kincpom—Sramp Act, 1891, s. 82 
(8) (1) anp (2). 


Case stated by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue pursuant to section 
13 of the Stamp Act, 1891, as to whether a bond set out in the case is 
liable to stamp duty. The bond was presented on behalf of the appellant 
company, which was an American company formed under the laws of the 
State of New York, to the commissioners, under section 12 of the Stamp 
Act, 1891, for their opinion as to the stamp duty with which the instru- 
ment was chargeable. ‘the main question was whether the bond was 
issued in the United Kingdom, or whether it was offered for subscription 
and given or delivered to a subscriber in the United Kingdom within 
the meaning of section 82 (4) (1) (2) of the Stamp Act, 1891. The 
bond is an instrument bearing date the Ist of March, 1894, under 
the seal of the appellant company, for 500 dollars to be paid to the bearer 
on the Ist of November, 1943, at the office of the tompany in Chicago, 
in gold coin of the United States, with interest from the tet of November, 
1893, at 6 per cent. Ba annum, payable twice a year, at the option of 
the holder, either in gold coin at its office in Chicago or at its office 
in New York, or in sterling at its office in London at 4s. to the dollar. 
The bond is one of a series executed and issued under the provisions of 
an indenture bearing the same date as the bond. This indenture was 
made in America between the appellant company of the one part and the 
Illinois Trust and Savings Bank, a company in the United States 
apa to as tthe mart of eye . The —e assigned 

property o mortgagors (the appellant company) to the trustee 
in trust for the debenture-holders. It was aad’ tes the purpose of 
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i 
reesonstructing an English company, which was referred to as the old 
company. e old company (that is, the English company) had issued 
debentures to bearer which were secured by an indenture of mortgage 
dated in March, 1890, made between the old company and a trust com- 
y in England, herein referred to as the wld debenture trustee. As 
of the scheme an agreement was made between the old opener and 
- appellant company—a new company then about to be f —by 
which the old company was to sell and the new company was to purchase 
the whole of the business, goodwill, &c., of the old company, and the new 
company was to pay the debts and obligations of the old company and 
was to endeavour to induce the debenture holders of the old com- 
to surrender their debentures and receive in lieu thereof mort- 
gage bonds of the new company. This scheme was sanctioned by Vaughan 
Williams, J., in a petition presented under section 2 of the Joint 
Stock Companies Arrangement Act, 1870. The new company (the appel- 
lant company) was duly formed, and provision was made for the issue of 
bonds of the new company (the appellant eee yg ay in exchange for the 
debentures of the old company, one new bond for each debenture. To 
facilitate the exchange of such bonds for the debentures in the old com- 
pany, the appellant ag oy! issued a circular letter to the holders of the 
oid debentures, stating that the bonds of the new company would shortly 
be ready in Chicago fur exchange for the old debentures, and that they 
would be ready to forward free of cost to Chicago any debentures to be 
changed for bonds in the new company. The holder of a debenture of the 
old company having received this circular, and acting upon its terms 
his debenture with the agent of the appellant company in London, 
this agent fowarded the debenture to the officials of the appellant com: 
in America, who presented it to the trustee at Chicago, we gave the bond 
now in question to the officers of the appellant company in America, by 
whom it was transmitted to the agent of the appellant company in London, 
and by the latter delivered to the owner at the owner’s office in London. 
The — was whether this bond was issued in the United Kingdom. 
The Stamp Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. c. 39), in the schedule lays down a 
certain scale of duties in respect of ‘‘ marketable securities,’’ and section 
82 says: ‘‘ Marketable securities for the purpose of the charge of duty 
thereon include (4) a marketable security by or on behalf of any foreign 
. « « Company bearing date or signed after the 3rd of June, 1862, (1) 
which is made or issued in the United Kingdom; or (2) which, though 
originally issued out of the United Kingdom, . . . is offered for sub- 
scription, and given or delivered to a subscriber in the United Kingdom.”’ 
It was not disputed, and the commissioners held, that the bond was a 
marketable security, and they held that it was issued in the United 
Kingdom, and was therefore chargeable with duty under section 82 (8) (1), 
and they assessed the duty at 11s., the value of the bond being £102 1s. 8d. 
The judgment of Tur Courr (Pottock, B., and Brucer, J.), was read by 
Brvce, J., inthe course of which he said:—The question comes back to 
this, What is the meaning of the words ‘‘ made or issued in the United 
Kingdom,” as used in section 82? The instrument in question was 
certainly not ‘‘ made” in the United Kingdom, and we do not think that 
it can be said to have been issued there. It seems to us that it was issued 
inChicago. If the owner of the debenture in London had sent the old 
debenture by an agent of his own to be exchanged for the new mortgage 
bond at Chicago, we cannot entertain a doubt that the delivery of the 
bond to him in Chicago would have been an issue of the bond ; and we think 
itmakes no difference that tie persons who acted as his agents were the 
officers of the appellant company. We are therefore of opinion that the 
bond was not issued in the United Kingdom, and we also think that it 
wasnot offered for subscription or delivered or given to a subscriber in the 
United Kingdom, and that therefore there are no words in the section 
Which render this bond liable to this duty. Appeal allowed.—Counszt, 
Cohen, Q.0., and 7. T. Paine; Sir R. Finlay, 8.G., and Danckwerts. 
Souctrons, Paines, Blyth, § Huxtable ; The Solicitor of Inland Revenue.’ 
{Reported by Sir Suzrston Baxer, Bart., Burrister-at-Law. |} 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Z% MAKIE ROSE GOLD MINING CO.—Oh.D., North, J., 3rd July. 


Souciwor—Lien—Daiivery uP or Pargers—DsgMAND FoR Funps To CaRRY 
on Suit. 


This was a motion on behalf of Harzer for the delivery up of ina 
pending suit to his new solicitors, on their undertaking to hold 7 aed ty 
out prejudice to the lien of the former solicitors. The question turned on 
er the solicitors had declined to continue the litigation unless funds 
Were provided, or whether the client, by saying he was not to be made to 
_——— than £10, had prevented them from going on. Wilson v. 
tt (19 Beav. 233) was cited. The preliminary point was raised that 
nage was not entitled ‘‘ In the matter of the soiicitor,’’ but 
oxtH, J., held that it was sufficient on an application against a solicitor 
the ver up papers in his ssion relating to a p in court if 
motion was made in the matter or action ; and, after earing the 
se Upon its merits, said :—In -_ opinion this application is right. 
ing Tespondents a to put upon the word ‘‘ instructions ’’ the mean- 
of “money”? which it does not bear. Proceedings on behalf of 
— shareholders had been taken by the respondents. Harzer was 
on hp employ them in the matter. The question arose of what would 
be paid. On the 9th of March he wrote a letter: “ In the pro- 
Cedings on my behalf please limit eee to ten pounds unless I give 
further instructions.’’ Certain witnesses were examined de bene esse, 
tons,” the expenses, and the solicitors asked for “further instruo- 
Apri ap ning thereby cash in their own pockets. On the 2lst of 


expect us to proceed further with the action. . . . When you called 
last you promised a cheque, and we are not ha’ 

what we have done, toincur further expenses. It you are not satisfied, 
you had better instruct other solicitors.”” They were not satisfied because 
they were not paid. By this time it is clear that further instructions had 
been given, and what the solicitors wanted was cash. On the 26th of 
April they write they will not set the action down unless they are paid. 
Harzer writes proposing ‘to pay £5, part of the £10 he agreed to pay, and 
says that in any event he is not to pay more > por Pre 
write saying that they cannot agree to the arrangement. ‘‘ We will do 
our best for you, and we have been advised that we have sufficient 
evidence.”” On the 29th of April there was an interview, and on that 
day the applicant’s new solicitor applied for the papers. It ap the 
respondents would have got complete relief for their client if they had 
gone on, but one thing was needful, cash to go on with. ‘‘ Until we hear 
from you to the contrary ’’ (that is with cash) ‘‘ we shall do nothing fur- 
ther.”” The case is very like Robins v. Goldingham (L. R. 13 Eq. 440). It 
is said it was impossible for them to go on upon the terms of Harzer’s 
letter. But they should have said their agreement to go on must be con- 
ditional upon his liability to make further B pone . If they had said 
that, Harzer’s letter of the 27th of April would have been no impediment 
to their recovering costs.—CounsEL, Vernon Smith, Q.C., and Wheeler ; 
Swinfen Eady, Q.C., and Macnaghten. Souscrrons, J. 8. Tyler; Beale 


Co. 
$ (Reported by G. B. Hamiurox, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re L. & 0.—C. A. No. 2, 26th June. 


Soxicrror anp Cxirent —Costs— Taxation —Common Onper — Moneys 
Recervep sy Soricrror iv Dirrgrent Capacrrres—Counsegi’s Fxxs. 


Appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. oupeetet ante, p. 501). 
Under a@ common order to tax a conveyancing bill, obtained by the 
client, the taxing master directed certam sums to be brought into the 
accounts furnished by the solicitors. It ap that the client, who was 
a barrister, alleged that the solicitors employed him as counsel in 
certain Bills before Parliament, and had received from the promoters 
thereof moneys to discharge counsel’s fees, which however they had not 
paid over. The taxing master directed the sums to be brought into the 
solicitors’ account, and to be satisfied that they had not been paid; but 
the solicitors, whilst denying the receipt of the fees in question, objected 
to have the whole matter brought into this taxation, which was quite 
extraneous to the question. The solicitors moved to discharge the taxing 
master’s order, and for a direction that the taxing master should proceed 
with the said taxation without having regard to this claim. Kekewich, 
J., on hearing the motion, refused to make any order, but directed the 

trar to initial directions to the taxing master that he ought not to 
include sums alleged to be received by the solicitor on behalf of the appli- 
cant as counsel’s fees. The client appealed, and urged that all moneys 
received by the solicitor in his capacity of a solicitor, and in fact received 
on account of the client, ought to be brought into the account. The true 
test was, Had the solicitor anything in his hands out of which he could 
properly have paid himself? On the other side, the argument was that 
all receipts to be brought into the account must be receipts connected 
with the bill of costs. It was a mere accident that the person who received 
the money was a solicitor, and this was not money received to the use of 
the client. 
Tue Court (Linptey, Lorzs, and Riesy, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 
Linptey, L.J., said that the application to the judge for his opinion was 
entirely irregular. It would have been much better if Kekewich, J., had 
declined to hear the application. The taxing master should have made 
his certificate in accordance with ord. 65, rr. 39-42, and the appeal should 
have been brought from that. That the case was wrong was obvious from 


also was of opinion it was too narrow, having regard to the authori 
The true principle was laid down in Russel v. Buchanan (9 Sim. 167) and 
in Cooper v. Ewart (2 Phil. 362). Theclause must be read as inclu and 
confined to all moneys which the solicitor in his character of solicitor had 
received in connection with his client. There might be moneys received 
which the solicitor could not set off. This construction the 
scope of the order as understood by some of the taxing masters. 
regard to the question of fees, it would be very much to be 
that court did to allow or assist counsel to recover 
They ought to be paid as a matter of honour, and not as a legal 
obligation. There was not the slightest ground for suggesting 
here that the solicitors had received the counsel. 
It was of the utmost importance that the courts should not assist barris- 
ters to recover their fees : such a course would open the doors to 
for negligence and other consequences. The solicitors were absolu 
right, the client was wrong, and Kekewich, J., was 
Ge wae 6 Oe pee ae , the order which ought ne 
to have been would be and there would be no order 
to costs. 
was most 
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Lorrs, L.J., that the mode adop' 
case should ha n dealt with b 
master. Kekewich, J., 
in the form in which it came 
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set off his costs when taxed. His lerdship agreed that the court ought 
net to assist barristers to recover their fees, and that as there had been 
ities on both sides no costs should be given. 
Riesy, L.J., concurred.—Covunset, Cababé; Warrington, Q.C., and 
George Cave. 
[Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES, 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held, at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 8th inst., Mr. Richard Pennington, J.P., in the chair. The other 
directors present were Messrs. W. Beriah Brook, H. Morten Cotton, 
Grantham R. Dodd, William Geare, Gray Hill (Liverpool), John Hunter, 
F. Bowley Parker, Sidney Smith, Richard W. Tweedie, F. T. Woolbert, 
and J. T. Scott gee 

A sum of £402 was distributed in grants of relief, eighty-one new 
members were admitted to the association, and other general business 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 18th June, 1896. 


Adams, Alfred John Hanscombe, William Hammond 
Addison, Harold Lacy Hanson, Oswald Hesketh, B.A. 
Adjie, John Harris, Harold Henry 

Ainley, Joseph Crosland Harris, Sydney Bartlett 

Anstey, Henry Charles Harrison, Robert Burrow, LL.B. 
Archer, Ronald Hedley Healey, Thomas 

Bache, Thomas Foley Heath, William Frederick Steele 
Bailey, Harold George Charles Hickman, Hubert George 


Baker, Thomas Ernest Hickman, John Owen, B.A. 
Barber, Frederic Viccars Hollebone, Oswald Frederick, B.A. 
Barradale, Charles Geoffrey Humphreys, Llewellyn Winter, 
Bartlett, Herbert Evelyn B.A. 

Bate, Joseph Henry Iredale, Frederick Mitchell 
Seine: doeey Russell Jacobs, Harry James 


Jennings, David 

Jennings, William John 

Johnson, Charles Hope Willes, B.A. 
Johnson, John Labron 

Jones, Frank Evelyn 


Bennett, Henry George 
Best, Charles Edward 
Blackburn, James 
Boult, Archibald Robert 
Boyd, Francis Walter 


Bradley, William Legg, Gervase Arthur Wickham 

Buchannan, Robert William Lewis, Edgar Percy 

Buckley, Gilbert Llewellyn, Rupert Arthur 
Edward Bryant Loftos, James William Percy 


Lowndes, Frederick William 
Maguire, Thomas Philip 

Manly, Arthur Parry 

Marsden, Charles Herbert James 


Burrington, 
Campbell, Henry Charles 
Cane, H 


» Henry 
Capon, Edward Orford, B.A. 
Card, William Gordon 


Carpenter, James Sidney Marshall, John 
1, Francis, B.A. Marshall, Robert Sydenham Cole 
Case, Lee Masser, Alfred Edward 
Castle, Stanley Mason Massey, Arnold Stuart, R.A. 
Sane. James Mead, Henry Gifford 
, James Francis Meredith, Edward Price 


Cleaver, Harry Reginald Moore, Henry 

Clifford, Thomas Reginald Brooke Morgan, Charles Rowland 

Clulow, Thomas Walter Morgan, Reginald William 

Cohen, Lionel Mudford, Ernest 

Cooke, Robert John Mugford, William Edward 

Cooper, Frederick William Augustus Munro, William Hector 

Cooper, i Brodie Nelson, Alfred Leonard, B.A. 
Corser, Richard Radcliffe Ormiston, James Percival Donald 
Davies, Crompton Llewelyn, B.A. Rose 
Deacon, Reginald William Jobn Pain, Thomas 


Durand Panton, Douglas Sherren Frith 
De la Lynde, Humphrey Parish, Morton Frederick 
Dickinson, Herbert Parker, George Dearden 
Drysdale, John George, M.A. Parker, John Oairns 
Duder, Harvey Steevens Parrott, Walter Lawrence 


ey 
Eckersall, Frederick Joseph 
Ellen, William Pingree 


Parsons, Henry Francis Crane 
Payne, Frederick Charles 


Elliott, Norman P , Richard George Henry, B.A. 
Evans, Roland Gilbert Phelps, Thomas Tettrell, B.A. 
Fisher, Wilfred Harold Phillips, Herbert us 
. Charles Edward Pickup, James Kershaw 

Gibbs, William Slocom Piper, Arthur Drury 
Gill, Harwar Potts, Wilson Cornelius William 

, Thomas Johns Price, George Lewis 
Goodwin, Edward Henry Proctor, Jobu William 


Rawlings, James Percy Salmon 
Hedman, Harry Lupton 


Redmayne, Martin, B.A. 
Reid, George Rodhouse 
Richards, Alfred Charles 
Roberts, Frank 


Gemieel, anther eginald Morgen 
uel, ur i Mo 
Saunders, Harold 

Saxelbye, John Cecil 

Shackleford, Robert Stanley 
Sherwood, Arthur Hugh 

Sinclair, Walter Montgomery, B.A. 
Smith, Leslie Humphrey 
Smith, William Arthur 
Stanton, Arthur William 
Stephens, Richard Henry 
Stevens, Charles Arragon 
Syer, Arthur 

Taylor, Frederick George 
Taylor, William 

Theobald, Frederick George 


Adkins, Arthur Douglas John, B.A. 

Aldridge, Edward Hewit Mooring 

Archer, William Edward 

Armitage, William James, M.A. 

Arnott, Scott, B.A. 

Attwater, Walter Jones 

Bagshaw, William 

Baines, Eustace Henry Melville 
Talbot, LL.B. 

Band, Charles James 

Barchard, Eustace Heywood 

Bardswell, Arthur Hamilton 

Barker, Elliot Francis, B.A. 

Barrett, William Edward Cowdell, 
B.A, LL.B. 

Bartlett, Charles Arthur Benjamin 

Bass, Arthur John Vere 

Battams, George Robert 

Bean, Lionel, B.A. 

meray, Herbert 

Beevor, Henry 

Bell, John Robson 

Bell, Leonard Henry 

Bentley, Edmund George 

Betts, Alfred Bishop 

Birt, Ernest William 

Blackmore, Harold Close, B.A., 
LL.B. 

Blakeston, William Henry 

Blome-Jones, Milburne 

Blome-Jones, David Hughes 

Booth, Charles Joseph 

Bowen, Laurence 

Brevitt, Arthur Nelson 

Brook, Arthur King, B.A. 

Brown, Henry Pinder 

Brown, John Hope, B.A. 

Brown, Robert 

Bruty, William Glynes, B.A. 

Burrows, Richard Arthur 

Bury, Herbert, B.A. 

Butcher, Philip Webster 

Caldicott, John Croydon, M.A. 

Carpenter, George Armitage 

Challis, Arthur Bracebridge 

Chapman, Frank 

Chaproniere, George Augustus 

Chatwin, Leslie Boughton, B.A. 

Cheffins, John Bennett Weston 

Collins, Archibald Edward, B.A. 

Coode, Alan Penrose, LL.B. 

Cooke, Joseph Reginald Greaves 

Coupe, Sam Lomas 

——s William Leslie 

mr enry Rivers 


Henry Edwin 








Daniell, Jobn Arthur Hilton 

| Davies, George Edward 

| Devonshire, George Thomas 

| Drury, Albert Ward 

| Dummer, William Frank 

| Durham, Andrew Charles Lancelot 
E w, John Hennen 

iE , John Fisher 

| Ellison, Charles Welldon 

| Evans, Llewelyn Caradoc 


Fivat EXxamInaTiIon. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) wen 
successful at the Final Examination held on the 16th and 17th June, 18% 


















































— 
Till, Herbert Oliver, Art 
Tobias, John Orchard, J 
Tokeley, Arthur Parker, Ge 
Toone, Frank Henry Parker, Sat 
Turnbull, Arthur Payne, Ric 
Waite, Edmund Pettitt, Ge 
Walkley, Albert William Potts, Char 
Warwick, Walter Herbert Preece, Per 
Waters, John William, B.A. Priestly, W 
Webb, Walter Wilson Purchase, I 
Whiston, Arthur Norton Ramsden, I 
Whitting, Arthur Gregory, B.A, Reade, Geo! 
Whittington, Robert Hugh Robinaon, § 
Wilcox, William Sidney Vharleg Robson, Fr 
Wild, Alfred Russell, Ed 
Wild, John Ruston, Err 
Williams, Arthur John Rylance, Ri 
Williams, Stanley Parker Sandy, Tho 
Williams, William. Edward Rumsey Schmidt, Ge 
Wilmot, George Arthur Sewell, Har: 
Woodcock, Frederic Arthur Sewell, Wil 
Woodhouse, William Humphrey son, B.A. 

<i Shepherd, V 

% 
, Geo 
Shortt, Char 
Silverston, B 
Feisbuch, Ernest Louis Simmons, Ec 
Fisher, Algernon Smith, Alger 
Fletcher, William Frederick Ashby 9% Smith, Cecil 
Foster - Melliar, Robert Aubrey, a Pron 
B.A. ne 
Fraser, Hugh Winkworth, B.A. Smith, Georg 
Gilbert, Edward Basil Graham 
Glover, William Grey 
Goodger, Henry William, B.A. 
Gosden, Alfred William 
Greaves, Edwin Lunnon 
Greenhalgh, Adam Fletcher 
Greville-Smith, Frederic Charles 
Guy, Alexander Granville Ferrers 
Harding, Charles Copeley z 
Hargreaves, James Cnatizs Oc 


Harris, Alfred Francis Ken: 


Harris, Henry Blackwall, B.A. spur-chamber 
Harrisson, John Carter, B.A. Octavius Hu: 
Hartley, Holliday carry on busil 
Hill, egy Sean ee ob - B.A. Giltspur-chan 
Hingley, Alfr ward, B.A. 

Hollick, Thomas Edward oa te 
Holt, Edmund Henry, B.A. the ), Chel 
Hookway, Henry aoe ; 
Hooper- Watts, Robert Phillip ah 
Hudson, Arthur Glenton, LL.B. Watrer Fe 
Lag nage William tors (Nokes & 
Hurst, Josep Nokeg 
Jackson Frederick said, _— 
Jackson, Wilfrid Hart 

Jackson, William Herbert 

Jenkins, Sydney Osborne Mesers. Fra 
Jones, Lawrence street, E.C., 
Jones, Richard Evan nephew of the 
Jones, ‘Thomas many years pa 
Jones, William Owen style of Franc: 


Kent, Charles William, B.A. 

King, Austin Michael 

King, George Hall 

King, Horace Shirley Freemsl, A 




































B.A. f 
Knocker, Herbert Wheatley pet for tl 
Langley, Reginald Hubert, B.A. cm J er 
Lawrence, James Edward Garnom record 
Lean, Frederick John 4n America 
Lees, Alfred William Henry holding that 5 
Lightly, Charles Alfred Morton affections, the | 
Lord, David cherished for h 
McCandlish, George Glennie Ledit Hi Vhen he is shey 
McClure, Robert Kayner his Wife on a hi 
McLeod, Wilfrid ombury 
Major, Henry Ernest on Tuesday, rm 
Mammatt, Edward Arthur @ are abor 
Marks, Henry the lands 

. Joseph Well attended, { 
Maslen, Whiter Arthur Was therefore w 
Mathias, Claude Sir 
Monies, William Edward, sien 
LL.B. the O 
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Morris, John Richardson 
Mullings, Richard John 
Musk, Charles Stonehouse 
Musk, George Henry 

Musson, Sydney Asnurst 
O'Brien, Lucius Frederic 
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Oliver, Arthur Maule 
Orchard, James William 
Parker, George Granville 

, Samuel 

, Richard Fitz 
Pettitt, George Arthur Charles 
Potts, Charles Edwin 
Preece, Percy Jobn, B.A. 


Smith, Gordon Murray 
Solomon, Albert Benjamin 
Statham, George W 
Stevens, Edgcombe 
Stringer, Henry William 
ger, Henry 
Thacker, Thomas Holmes 
Thimbleby, Frank 


Priestly, William Tottle, Walter 

Purchase, Frank Vaizey, Francis Arthur, B.A. 
Ramsden, Harold Hirst Vaughan, Herbert 

Reade, George, B.A., LL.B. Vaux, Alfred Julian 


Robinson, Stanley Maidens 
Robson, Frederic William 


Walker, William Smith 
Wallace, William Reeve 


Russell, Edwin Wan, T’so Seen 

Ruston, Ernest Edwin Waterson, He: George 

Rylance, Richard Patterson Watson, Edward James 
, Thomas Guinan Watson, Harold 

Schmidt, George Martin Watson, Richard Arnold 


Sewell, Harry Bolton Wells, 

Sewell, William Woodville Robert-Whitaker, Samuel Frederic George 
son, B.A. Whitehorn, Herbert Alfred Augustus 
, William Lewis, B.A. Wilkinson, Kenneth Edward Towler, 


, Philip Nevile Fream, BA. ee LL.B. 


, George illan, William Edward 
Shortt, Charles Septimus Willett, Edward id 
Silverston, Bertram, B.A., LL.B. Williams, Harold James 
Simmons, Edward Coleman Wilson, Albert Ernest 


Smith, Algernon John Durham, M.A.Wilson, Hew Annandale, B.A. 


Smith, Cecil Plumbe Withers, Alfred 

§mith-Marriott, Charles Ernest, B.A.Woodward, Frederick Alexander 
Smith, Francis Henry Pelham 

Smith, George Cyril Young, Reginald 








LEGAL NEWS. 
CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DIssoLvurions. 


Cuanizs Octavius Humpureys, Ronert Hucues Humrureys, and James 
Francis KexsHaw, solicitors (C. O. Humphreys, Son, & Kershaw), Gilt- 
spur-chambers, Holborn-viaduct, London. June 30. The said Charles 
Octavius Humphreys and Robert Hughes Humphreys will continue to 
carry on business, under the firm or style of C. O. Humphreys & Son, at 
Giltspur-chambers, Holborn-viaduct, aforesaid. 


Harry Lewis and Wiiu1am Hersert Rvessex1, solicitors (Lewis & 
Russell), Cheltenham. June 27. The said Harry Lewis has retired from 
the practice, which will be carried on by the said William Herbert Russell 
alone at the above addrees. (Gazette, July 3. 


Warren Feperav Noxgs and Srpnzy Josgrn Ricuarp Stammers, solici- 

tors (Nokes & Stammers), 57, Basinghall-street, London. July 4. Mr. 

jokes resumes practice on his sole account at 57, Basinghall-street afore- 
; [ Gazette, July 7. 


ADMISSION. 


Messrs. Francis Minter & Co., of St. Stephen’s-chambers, Telegraph- 
street, E.C., solicitors, have taken into partnership Mr. ©. R. Sresxe, 
nephew of the head of the firm, who has been associated with the firm for 
many years past ; and the business will in future be carried on under the 
syle of Francis Miller & Steele. 


—_———— 


GENERAL. 
A meeting of the Court of Hustings was held at the Guildhall on 


Y, for the first time for several years. The court is of lo-Saxon 
andwwas originally the county court of the City, and is the oldest 
court of record within the City. 


4n American legal journal called Notes and Comments says that in 
that 5,000 dol was an excessive award for alienating a wife’s 
tiffections, the court says that whatever affection she may have previously 
cherished for her husband ‘‘ must already have been eff eradicated 
when he is shewn to have been committed to the county gaol for setting 
on a hot stove.” 


Oombury Park, in the county of Oxford, was offered for sale by auction 
om Tuesday, at the Mart, by Messrs. Walton & Leo. The estate includes 
ates of about 5,117 acres, the estimated rental value of the whole, with 
Sen bend, being oe £4,309 per Ley ge Ly sale was 

, there was only one bid—namely, £60,000, and the property 
Was therefore withdrawn. F " 


Sir Howard Elphinstone, Bart., delivered the last of his lectures as 
Meader to the Council of Legal Education on the 3rd inst., at the Inner 
: : 5. Stee he had said farewell to the students, a gentleman from 















and another from the Middle Temple gave expression to the 
in which the reader was held among bar students. Sir 
has been a reader in law for the past quarter of a century. 










well as bicycles. A woman travelling on 
in the car was bad. The conductor tried to open the window in the usual 
way but was unable to do so, and he refused to geta 
open, whereupon the suffering woman smashed 
he conductor then had her taken into 
she had paid for her 
The justice thought so too, and 
On the 3rd inst., in the House of Commons, Captain Pre 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer » 
interpretations which had been placed upon section 2, sub-section (1) (5) 
of the Finance Act, 1894, by the Revenue it, and the desir 
ability of ascertaining the proper interpretation of the sub-section in 
regard to the liability to estate duty of settled property the deceased’s 
life interest in which had been transferred to the reversioner more than 
twelve months prior to death, he was prepared to obtain the decision of 
the courts of law upon that t by submii to them a test case, the 
costs of both parties to which should be borne by the Exchequer; and if 
he would in the same manner ascertain the t state of the law in 
cases where a life interest had been extinguls hed on the occasion of the 
barring of an entail. The Chancellor of Exchequer said: The ques- 
tions raised are of such special importance, and have given rise to so much 
difference of opinion, that if a case arises in which the general principle 
can be submitted to the court and an authoritative decision obtained in 
order to settle the law, I shall be prepared to pay the reasonable costs of 
both sides. This course, however, is one which I can only adopt under 
very exceptional circumstances, and must not be taken as a precedent. 


g 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or RegisrRans 1x ATTESDANCE oO” 








Date Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
Mr. Carrington Mr. Mr. Ward 
Lavie bat = 
Lavie Beal Pemberton 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
a. XEKEWICH. 
Me. Jackson Mr. Godfrey Mr. Rolt 
Clowes Leach ey 
Clowes Leach = 
Clowes Leach 








WArNING TO INTENDING House Purcnasgers AND Lesspes.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an from The Sanitary i ing Co. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a house, 2 gui neas ; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Avvr.] 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gaszette.—Fuipay, July 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep rm CHANCERY. 
Cuamprox Iscaxprscext Gas Lame Co, Lr 
dresses, 


urrep—Creditors 
and particulars of 


Aug 11, to send their names and ad their claims, to 
Mrs H. Putz, 16 and 17, Great St Helen's 
Great Duxpas Gotp Mrsixe Co, Lisrrep—Creditors are or before cow 17, 
to send their names addresses, and of debts or claims, to G. F. 
Tavenor, W. J. and St John Winne, 6 and 7, Grocer’s Hall ct, Poultry. Foss 
& Ledsam, 3, Abchurch solors to liquidator 
ieee Bomeqeuse SynpreaTs, yee a required, on - before my 
[ Ford, 29, Broad st avenue, Bl st 
Nepruxne Manis Insurance Co, Liwrrep (rx Ligurparrox)—Creditors are required, on 
or before Aug 1, to send their names addresses, of their debts or 
, Commercial terr, West Tarnball & Tilly, 


to Thomas Blenkinsop 
West epool, solors for liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Queen Apetarps Famaue Socrery, Faleon Inn, Fawley, Southampton. June W 

London Gasetie.—Tvunspay, July ?. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANEIBS. 
Lucrrep m Caaworar. 
Bu *s Cuamm Gotp Mixixne Co, Liurrep—Creditors are réquired, on or before A 
‘th to cond their names and nod particulary of tr debt Sain 
und Hamilton Burton, 16, St. Helen's Foss & Ledsam, 3, Abchureh 
solors to liquidator 
Co Pant’ Punuiswxe Co, Luurrep—Creditors are required, on or 
"Aug 99, to cond thelr names and ‘and particulars of their debts or clai 
Frost, Savoy House, 


e 


Ww Samuel Strand 
Uyumrrep rt Cmarcsar. 








The Albany Times says: ‘A wise justice at Lyons, in Wayne coun 


has decided that a railroad in this state is bound to carry fresh air se 





Ravyr Barox anv Quarry Co (of . near Caniiff)—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 21, to send thelr mames addresses, and partioulars of their debts or 


claims, to C, B. Dovey, 31, Queen st, Cardiff 
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FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Bawuam Benerit Socrety, Red Lion Inn, Banham, Attleborough, Norfolk, June 30 
= anp Essex Mutvat Loan Socigry, 31, 8t Botolph st, Colchester, Essex. 
yl 


> Uston Society, Old Ben Jonson Tavern, Westmoreland bdgs, Aldersgate st. 

y 

Goxpciirre Union Frrexpiy Society, Farmers’ Arms Inn, Goldcliff, Llanwerne, Newport, 
Mon. July i 


Lixpvum Loves Frienpiy Society, Odd Fellows’ Hall, Lincoln. July 1 
Loyat Enciayv’s Pring Juvenite Brancu Lonce or 1.0.0.F.M.U. Farenpiy Socrery, 


Inn, Market st, Wellington, Salop. June 27 
ae AND oo Temperance Tontive Society, Working Men’s Institute, Orms- 
es. June 


ae axpD Uston Society, Schoolroom, Ebenezer Chapel, Townley st, Macclesfield, 
Chester. July 1 


er a Friexpty Benerit Society, Dun Cow, Ravensthorpe, Northampton. 

y 

—— Sick anp Frizyp.y Buriat Society, Black Bull Inn, Standish, Wigan, Lancs. 
y 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipvay, July 3. 

Fonrp, Joux Straycer, Yealmbury, Yealmpton, Devon, Gent Aug 1 Hingston v Ford 
Stirling, J Johns, Plymouth igi : : 

Hywan, Saxvet, Grenville rd, Hornsey rd, Fuller’s Earth Merchant July 24 Hynamv 
Hynam, Stirling, J Skewes-Cox & Co, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Lerts, Axeus Mackay, Idmiston rd, West Norwood July 28 Leith v Leith, Stirling, J 
Minter, Folkestone 

Morris, Exaa, Walton, Liverpool 
Quinn, Liverpool 

Morris, Gzorcze Lez, Wavertree, nr Liverpool, Printer 
Registrar, agen Quinn, Liverpool 

Scrutox, Sauvet, Gray’s inn rd,  —— er Aug 4 Lawrence v Scruton, North, J 
Evans, Thesbali’e ra aw ‘ 

Ticxiz, Tuomas, Burton, nr Neston, sist Farmer July 31 Tickle v Tickle, Regis- 
trar, Liverpool Rogerson, Whitefriars, Chester 


Aug 1 Orford v Morris, Registrar, Liverpool 
Aug 1 Orford v Morris, 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, June 30. 
Barn, Evcesiz,Swansea Augi1 Cox, Swansea 
Boor, Samvet Barker, Bickley Park, Kent, Solicitor Oct12 Barker Booth, Gray’s 


inn 
Seemnen, tems, Scarborough July 31 Burton & Dickinson, Wakefield 
Borsitr, Wit.14m, Knottingley, York, Shipowner July 31 Burton & Dickinson, Wake- 


Cuaruax, Atyeep, Kensington Augi4 Adams & Hugonin, Long acre 
Cuatrertox, Josern, Hazel Grove, nr Stockport July 25 Rowland Heathcote, Man- 


Craw er, Raxpiz, Walton, Lancs, Flour Dealer July 31 Masters & Rogers, Liverpool 
Furr, Catuenre, Brecknock rd, Camden rd Aug 31 Flint & Gardner, St Helen’s pl 
Foxzy, Jous, Stafford, Innkeeper July 14 Cooksey, Old Hill, Staffs 

Gress, Ricnazp, Victoria st, Westminster July 29 Simpson & Co, Moorgate st 

Hast, Janes, Hulme, Manchester, Chemist July 11 Sampson & Price, Manchester 
How ert, Evizazetu, Kensington Augil Day & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Hvcues, Many Axx, Erdington, nr Birmingham Augi Ansell & Ashford, Birmingham 
Joxzs, Toouas, Lower Broughton, Lancs July 24 Ledgard & Co, Manchester 

Lewis, Frasces, West Gorton, Manchester July 26 Challinor & Balshaw, Manchester 
Siangee, te Rev Francis, 8t Ive Rectory, nr Liskeard July 25 Greenwood & Co, 


Mrixs, Gzoncz Enwarp, Stratford Aug5 Watson, Finsbury pavement 

Navitt, Eutty Assiz, Brighton July 31 Rooke & Sons, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Oxxiey, Eouve> Becxwitn, Ripon Aug1 Wise & Son, Ripon 

Panxes, Axx, Birmingham Aug 1 Ansell & Ashford, Birmingham 

Parrcnarp, Mazcaret E1iza, Liverpool July 25 RJ Jones & Co, Liverpool 

Riesy, Epwanxp, Slaidburn, York, Yeoman L & W Wilkinson, Blackburn 

Roserrs, Axice, Tottington, Lancaster July 25 Crompton, Bury 

Rosgrrs, Eouvxp, Southampton, Printer Aug 10 Hallett, Southampton 
a Minster, Isle of Thanet, Kent, Licensed Victualler July 20 Wot- 


Starter, Joux,Gunnersbury Augi0 Russell & Arnholz, Gt Winchester st 


Surrn, Tnouas, Nottingham July 25 Newcome Elborne, Nottingham 

Gommemse, Seaws Srvart, Five Rocks Chale, I W July 15 Dawson, junr, New 84, 

Srarizs, Tuouas Hewny, Salisbury, Wilts July 31 Justice & Pattenden, Bernard st 
Russell 64 ; 

Tuoxrz, Jaurs, Moss Side, Manchester, Linen Buyer July 31 Harwood, Manchester 

Travis, Kerure, Clayton Bridge, nr Manchester Aug 14 Chew & Co, Manchester 

Travis, Rovrzt, Manchester Augi4 Chew & Co, Manchester 

Vasveeuts, Parise Wiittam, Camberwell July 28 Inman, Ludgate hill 

Warsos, Axxiz Hoxsie, Victoria, Australia Nov % Clarke, New Broad st 

Wissar, Hasxan, Gosforth, Northumbrid Sept 1 Arnott, Newcastle upon Tyne 

London Gautte-—Pawwar, July 3. 
Asvaews, Cusziorre, Rye, Sussex July 24 Dawes, Bye 





——— 
con or Epwarp, Camden rd, Cattle Salesman Aug5 Moon & Co, Lincoln’s jy 


Broapuiey, Wiiu1am Henry Hageison, Welton House, York, Honorary Colonel Aug 15 


Babington, H 
Browne, Many, Bath Aug 20 Simmons & Co, Bath 
Cuarke, Isaseta, Walton on Thames July 31 Clarke & Blundell, Serjeant’s inn 
Conrrz, Louis, Plymouth, Jeweller July 29 Emden & Roth, Plymouth 
Couttas, Wit.1am, Stockton on Tees Aug4 Thomas & Malkin, Stockton on Tees 
Cox, Jaye, Derby Sept 1 J & WW Sale & Son, Derby 


Chawinen, Wanaaes James, N Adelaide, S Australia July 31 Eagleton & Sons, Cha. 


Dassvemee, Wiu14u, Southport Augi4 Browne, Warrington 

Evans, Jonn, Monmouth, Grocer July 31 Powell & Hughes, Ebbw Vale 

Frost, Cuartes, Denbigh Augi8 George, Rhyl 

Hanser, Magianne Sorat, Brighton July 30 Nye & Treacher, Brighton 
Hartiey, Josern, Eastbourne Augl10 Dommett & Son, Gresham st 

Hiaerys, Kez1au, Clifton, Bristol Aug2 Perry & Co, Birmingham 

Bou, Cuartorre, Howden, Yorks Sept 29 Berridge & Sons, Leicester 
Huscrort, Bensamry, Kellington, Yorks July 24 Atkinson & Conder, Pontefract 
Jack, Cuarirs, Enfield Augi5 Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, Portman sq 
Jackson, Henry, Birmingham Aug7 Clarke & Co, Birmingham 


KeEnrnort, ~_ 4 Bowerman, Reeth, xork, Surgeon Aug 1 
mond, Yor! 
Lexcu, Jos1an, Dudley, Wores, Chain Maker July 27 Hooper, Dudley 


Lewis, WinpHaM Rees, Monmouth, Mining Engineer July 25 


elds 
Prowse, Susanna, Kirkdale, Liverpool July 30 Kitsons & Co, Torquay 
Scuyerper, Saran, Hillingdon, Uxbridge Aug? Mayo & Co, Drapers’ grdns 
Simonps, Henry Joun, Caversham, Oxford Augi2 Witham & Co, Gray’s inn sq 


wee" Wiiu1am Witsenrorce, Stratford pl, Oxford st Ang 4 Falkus and Aris, Sutto, 


urrey 
SouTHERDEN, Jang, Lydd, Kent Augi1 Dawes, Bank chmbrs, Rye 


me 7% Jouy Brooxine Aszort, Lisbon, Portugal, Engineer Aug 3 Keighleyt 


coln’s inn fields 
Weuner, Paut Cart Friepeicn, Sutton, Surrey Sept 1 Cave & Co, Fenchurch st 


Wuirmore, Lovisa, Dudley, Worcester July 31 Hooper, Dudley 
Wius, Tuomas, Gt Dunmow, Essex July 31 Wade & Co, Dunmow 


Woop, Jonny, Hindley Green, nr Wigan Augi Anu Wood, Hindley Green, nr Wiga 


Woopueap, Mena, Bradford, York July 24 Farrar, Bradford 


London Gaszette.—Tuxspay, July 7 
Auten, Joux Ex.incron, Margate, Market Gardener July 30 Boys, Margate 
Agyotp, Maria, Hawkhurst, Kent July 31 Balcombe, Ticehurst, Sussex 
Baitey, Owen, Elton, Huntingdon, Farmer Aug 20 Keen & Co, Knight Rider s# 
Bat, Jouy, Buxton, Derby Augi1 Bennett & Co, Buxton 
Bares, James, Newcastle upon Tyne Augl Hodge & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Brrcunatt, Francis, Farnworth, Lancs Phethean Monk, Bolton 
Boorn, Wiii1am Henny, Nottingham Augs Ekmg, Nottingham 
Bowyer, Wituram, Clare, Suffolk Aug22 Vanderpump & Eve, Philpot lane 
Crarrox, Emuiry, Acton Aug7 Metcalfe & Sharpe, Chancery lane 
Cotuinson, Wittram, Wensley, York Augi Fowler, Stockton on Tees 
Conyxe.i, Toomas, Furnival st, Holborn July 30 Meynell, Furnival st 
Coopz, TreveNnen Penzose, Plymouth, Vice-Admiral Aug 15 

month 


Crosstey, Susannau, Hillsbro’, nr Sheffield Augi15 Rodgers & Co, Shettield 
Everett, Witi1am, Bournemouth Augi15 Smith & Son, Andover, Hants 


Gusreap, Sir Wri114M, Fornham pk, Suffolk Aug 22 Hodgkinson, Newark on Treat 
Guapstove, AnTuurk Rosertson, Broad Green, Lancaster Aug 14 Gibbons & Arte, 
Liverpool 


Guirrirus, Bexsamix, Newport,Mon Aug3 Gardner & Herbert, Newport, Mon 
Hew err Constance A, Harrow Augi Hewlett & Co, Raymond bldgs 

Huy, Mary Any, Camberwell Newrd Aug15 Johnson & Master, Theobalds rd 
Janson, Mary Exizaseru, Upper Clapton Aug8 Janson & Co, Finsbury circus 
Lanotox, Water, Gatcombe House,I of W Aug10 Roach Pittis, Newport 
Larwacn, Donaup, East Grinstead Aug 24 Hasties, Lincolm’s inn fields 
Laycock, Wiiu1am, Skipton in Craven, Yorks Aug 20 Bayley, Leeds : 
Laion, Gzorar1ana, Stechford, Worcester Aug10 Chinn, Birmingham 

Lister, Joux, Hartlepool, Shipbroker Augll Edger, Hartlepool 

Lonaiey, Saran, Ashford, Kent Aug1 Hallett & Co, Ashford 

Marr, Emsiy, Rendlesham, Suffolk July 25 Brooke & Son, Woodbridge 
Morris, Mary, Oswestry, Salop Augi2 Longueville & Co, Oswestry 
Murre.y, Mary Avy, Springfield, Essex Aug1 Maskell, Finsbury pavement 
Perny, Wii11am, Kerrington, Somerset, Yeoman Aug 1 Arnold & Co, Wincanton 
Porz, Damtex, Chelsea Aug 18 Hammond, Bedford row 

BRiapex, Tuomas, Lyminge, Kent Augi Atkinson & Atkinson, Folkestone 
Rovusp, Sauver, Cheddleton, Stafford Aug20 Ellis, Burslem 

Russum, Faances Mantua, Leeds Aug 20 Bailey, Leeds 

Savery, Mancaret Amevia, Plymouth Aug7 Woolcombe & Son, Plymouth 
Simvsox, Rose Axice, Scarborough Augs Thompson & Co, Hull 

Tratt, Faances, Wendover, Bucks Aug 20 Laundy & Co, Strand 


Vour, Hewny Jon, Penarth, Glam, Superintending Engineer Aug 20 Wie 
Hollins, Oldbury, Worcs’ : ad 
Wane, Faancis Cauiretip, Kidsgrove, Staffs Aug 20 Ellis, Burslem 


Woovs, Joun Faxvenicx, Northumbrid Aug 22 Shortt & Co, Newoastle upon Iy# 


July 11, 1896, 


Rogers & Hudson, Rid. 


Davis & Evans, Cariif 
Feenm, ys worr: Tuomas, Streatham, Surrey Augi5 Rooper & Whaiely, Lincoln’sin 


Prance & Pranee, Py 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.— Tuzspay, June ‘30. 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


ORCHARD, Francis Atrrep Jouy, Southville, Bedminster, 
Trstol, Draper Bristol Adjud Oct 12, 1893 Annul 
June 19, 1896 


London Gazette.—Faivay, July 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Beswick, G W D, Rosetti grdns, Cheyne walk High Court 
Pet May 22 Ord June 30 

Bowcorr, WitL14M, Monmouth, Horse Dealer Newport, 
Mon Pet June18 Ord June 29 

Buost, eet, Southport, Painter Liverpool Pet July 

Ord July 1 
Pk By Hareizt, and Caartes Henny Buraess, _ 
, Coal Agents Bolton Pet July1 Ord Jul 
CooPER, Hensert W, Whitcomb st, Pall Mall, Pro- 
High Court Pet April10 Ord June 30 
tome, ep Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet June 30 
Currury, en D §8, and Pamir Rosert Meyer, 
e Canterbury Pet May1 Ord June 26 

Davies, Evan, Tylorstown, Glam, Hairdresser Pontypridd 
Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Deax, Huan, and Gzorcze Witsoy, Failsworth, Lancs, 
Joiners Oldham Pet June 20 Ord June 30 

Deuauave, James Cuarves, Canterbury, Wholesale Con- 
fectioner ag f Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

Dosy, paatan, Driffield, Yorks, Solicitor Kingston upon 
Bull Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Hane, Eouunp, Aston, Baker Birmingham Pet July 1 
Ord July 1 


Export, ALperT, Exeter, General Dealer Exeter Pet 


June 29 Ord June 29 


Expian, peanan, & Manchester, Tailor Manchester Pet 
June 19 Ord e 29 
ha Marylebone High Court Pet July 1 
2 


Fats, lll Wortley, Leeds, Labourer Leeds Pet 
June 29 Ord June 29 

Grosz, Antnur Joun, Gt Sante, Twine Spinner Gt 
Grimsby Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

on Henry, Cardiff Cardi Pet June25 Ord 


Jones, dette Pontardawe, Glam, Weaver Neath Pet July 
1 


Kiva, ALBERT bow ARD Francis, Charlwood, Surrey, Corn 
Dealer Croydon Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

lavsnoxn, Witt1Am Parzir, Llanbradach, Glam, Grocer 
Pontypridd Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

lucas, Jonw Henry, pi ang Wilts, Farmer Swin- 
don PetJuneis Ord June 

Miruews, Henry, St John’s Wood, Bookseller High 
Court Pet July1 Ord July 1 

Moetzy, Grornaz Water, ——- Innkeeper King’s 
lynn Pet June 30 Ord Jun 

Naiousour, Davin,‘ Ware, Herts, Builder Hertford Pet 
June 29 Ord June 29 

Oss, Witt1am, Carlisle, Farmer Cockermouth Pet 
June 23 Ord June 29 

Poutarp, Hexry James, Accrington, Lanes, Coal Dealer 
Blackburn Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Puce, Taomas James, Hay, Breconshire, G Grocer Hereford 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Raprorp, Witu1am, Soundwell, Glos, Bricklayer Bristol 

June 30 Ord June 30 
Suaw, Grorce, ew, nr Lichfield, Grocer Walsall 
June 29 Ord June 29 
Srxes, Jawzs Henry, Longwood, nr Huddersfield, Woollen 
Huddersfield Pet June 29 Ord June 29 

Two, Jaues Eowarp, Cinderford, Glos, Cattle Dealer 
Gloucester Pet June 15 Ord June 29 

Wearmere.t, Josern. Stockton on Tees, gender Stock- 
tononTees Pet June 27 Ord June & 

Wurg, Gzorcz Hewnry, 8 . ti 
Pet June 29 Ord June 29 





Swansea 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bamnow, Mary Ame.ia, Seaforth, Lancs, Timber Mer- 
July l4ati2 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liver- 


Bruuxcuam, O’Brien Catanes, Wandsworth, Omnibus 
Driver July 10 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 


Buncrss, Harner, and Cuantes Heyry Bureess, Hor- 
» Lanes, Coal Agents July 15 at 11 16, Wood st, 


Canasos, ay Gateshead, Butcher gay 15 at 11.30 
Ree, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyn 
Come THOMAS, un, Bi Bilston, thea Merchant 
Oro July 13. at10° Off Ree, Wo! verhampton 

oy one Joux, Halifax, Stone Merchant July 11 at 11 
ee Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

PecMaNDORY, Peg Cheltenham July 11 at 4 
Cheltenham 


Du Wa Envzst, Cleeve Hill, nr Cheltenham, 
July 11 at 3 County Court bldgs, Chelten- 


ay A.vert, Exeter, General Dealer July 13 at 3 
Pox, J , 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 
eis Gattinone, Lambeth, 8 BE, » Bale Agent July 
Fone Bankruptey bidgs, Carey 
“oe Saurn, Sunderland, > Sl July 10 at 3 
“Fa Reo, 26, John st, Sunderland 
Bateman Widnes, Lanes, Labourer 
‘ 7 45, Victoria st, Liverpool 
in Of Ree es Cilymaenllw d, Tailor July 11 at 
. Gro: » Queen st, Carmarthen 
ee ee spe Teed, Mechanic July 
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ans, Witt as, | wrn, Parmer x July 11 ab 12.45 


Wandsworth, Baker July 13 







hy ese Queen st, 


BRICK GorrLigs, 









at 11.90 
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Pappuz, Henry, puntiael, Builder July » Fi 38 Off 


Rec chmbrs, avenue, 
Payne, Henry. Fruit t July 10 at 12 


oi Reena: Sea 


Rosrnson, Surgeon July 13at3 Off 
R Furness 


ec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 
a tery F 30 i, Ha Kew Green, ey Builder 
y l4atl , Railway app, London 

Srencer, Grore Ru Hide Mivchant 
July 10 at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

TATTeRsALL, Berry, Gt , Lanes. Milliner July 
15 at 1.30 County Court House, Blackburn 

Tayor, Pry he Preston, Lancs, Turkish Bath Proprietor 
July 24 at 3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

TAYLor, Pomme Hu, Hartlepool, or ther eaaaea 
July 10 at2 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderian 

Taveee, Josera Henry, and Frep Tay.or, er 


— July 10at 11 Off Ree, 
19, John William st, H dersficld 


Taytor, Epwarp, Ashbo: ~~-— Draper July 10 

at12 Off Rec, 40, St "Mary's gate, Derb: 

Watsury, Jonn Horner, Malvern Link, Worcestershire, 
Butcher July 10 at 11.30 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, 


W: =a Cc Ma July 14at3 Off Rec, 
ILCOX, CATAERINE oo, y 14a 
24, Railway app, Lon: “ty~ 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Appison, Georce Baryasas, Thavie’s inn, Holborn circus, 
Mortgage Broker High Court Pet Feb6 Ord July1 
Agate, Peroy WIttiam, io rd, Grocer High Court 
etJune8 Ord July 
sae" ‘Ty Southport, Painter Liverpool Pet July 1 


yl 
ae Hanreret, and Coaries Henry Burcess, Horwich, 
Se a Bolton Pet July 1 Ord July1 
Cua bmp pswich, Baker Ipswich Pet June 30 
Dr = Aon lel Eryest, Cheltenham Cheltenham 
Pet June 12 June 26 
Devanaye, James CHARLES Spans, Wholesale Con- 
fectioner Canterbury June 30 Ord June 30 


Dux. 2 ae Drifficld, Yorks, Solicitor Kingston upon 
Hull Pet June 27 Ord June 27 ey 


Enviar, ABraHaM, Manchester, Tailor Manchester Pet 
June19 Ord June 29 

Evento, Dominic, Yorks mews, Marylebone High Court 
Pet July1 Ord July 2 

Fintx, Groroz, Wortley, Leeds, Labourer Leeds Pet 
June 29 Ord June 29 

GrorGe, re = Gt Saute. Z Twine Spinner Gt 


G 2 Dax H misc, Seoallbonth,- B Birmingham, Com: 

iLL, Danie, Hemmine, 

miss on Agent Birmingham "Pet June 20 Ord 
une 


Hatuiwe.1, James, Saddleworth, Yorks, General Carrier 
a. 2, -i-. ae 
ower, WILLIAM .— ven Troi 
Leominster Pet June16é Ord June 30 
oom, Joun Glam, Weaver Neath Pet 
July 1 ‘Ord July 1 


Jones, James, and Joseph Warp, Shrewsbury, Builders 
Shrewsbury Pet June 22 Ord June 25 

Kine, Apert Epwarp Francis, rte wor F Surrey, Corn- 
dealer Cro) June26 Ord June 26 


wyd, Tailor Pembroke 


Lew1s, Joun Grirriras, Cil 
Dock Pet June18 Ord June 29 

Leysnon, Wiuuram Pate, Clanbradach, nr Caerphilly, 
Grocer Pontypridd Pet June 29 Ord we 

Macvuldcr “High Court Pet April 3 Os 

er 2 bir i 

Maruews, Henry, St Fat Age E 
Court Pet July1 ie * 

Moruey, Grorce Danae ——. Innkeeper cent 
Lynn Pet June 30 Ord J 

Newrxeton, F de B, Leighton > bom 
Banb Pet Dec 21 Ord June 29 

Norman, Wiiu1am, Tonypandy Pontypridd Pet June 22 
Ord June 29 

Oates, Tuomas Lawatnson, Manchester, Toy see 
turer Manchester Pet June 26 Ord June 

OsTLE, 2 Carlisle, Farmer th Met June 

une 29 

seamen Henry James, Accrington, Coal Dealer Black- 
burn Pet June 29 ‘Ord June 29 

Price, Taomas Jamgs, Fisy, » Grocer Hereford 

t June 29 Ord June 29 

Ricnarpsoy, Joun Foster Marriorr, Malton, Yorks, 
Solicitor Scarborough Pet April 30 Ord June 29 

Savory, ALLan _— Hampstead i Coart Pet 
April 8 Ord Jul 

Suaw, Grorar, Sireetay, = Lichfield, Grocer Walsall 
Pet June 29 Ord Jun 

Sia. ple 5 —_ Staffs, Tailor Macclesfield Pet 


22 Ord June 
ames Henry, _. or Huddersfield, Wool- 
Pet June 29 Ord 


Salesman Hudderstfiel: 

Turner, Samurt Caarte es, ae, Wine Mer- 
chant Gt Yarmouth peso 18 Ord July 1 

Wuirr, Groner yom ee Swansea, doe Swansea 
Pet Juve 29 Ord June 29 

Wi.uiaMs, Heasear Eowanp, Swansea, Chemist Swansea 


Pet June 26 Ord June 29 
Youne, Arruurn Joux, Freshwater Bay,I of W High 
Ord June 30 


Court Pet Feb 4 
London Gasette.—Tunspary, July 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Ancuen, Tuomas, Oxford, Coal Merchant Oxford Pet 
July 4 Ord July 4 
Beswick, Samus, <"Th Yorks, Farmer Scarborough 


Syxra, 


June 29 


B Pet July2 Ord J 
spook, WILLIAM, Heath Ches, Builder War- 
Pot June 11 Ord July 8 oe 





Bowp.er, Aubert Capro Beerhouse 
Madeley Pet July 2 Ord 


P= 
Boater, Auzert, Leeds Pet July3 Ord July 3 


Cappy, CHARLES, mr com Staffs, Baker Walsall Pet 
July 2 Ord July 2 
Cusgen, Gomeem Ebberston, York Scarborough Pet July 


Fioyp. a, 1 Plymouth, Tobacconist Plymouth 
Pet July2 Ord July 2 


Faew, James Axprew, and Tomas Pomorr Cro’ ~~ re, 
Manchester Manchester Pet July3 Ord Jul 

Gaunt, Josern, Leeds Leeds Pet July2 Ord Ji 

Green, Water Maryoyx, Dunsmure rd, mo hill 
Edmonton opet dune 11 Ord July 2 

GreEnwoop, xs, Brighton, Traveller 
Brighton Pet suly's Ord July 3 

Hanrs.ey, G Furniture 





Rie. 
Pet July 4 Ord Jul ly 4 
—— Wituian, Brentford Pet July3 Ord 


Honsos, sunwioes Westfield pk, Pinner St Albans Pet 


Howakp, Joun bam 4g Newark upon Trent Nottingham 


Pet July4 Ord Jul: 
Jackson, GEORGE, Ansty, Leics, Joiner Leicester Pet 
Ma a act ag Glam id Pet 
—~ a1 ILLIAM, { Pontyprid: 
Jul Ord July3 : 


Mivctey. ~ Weneen Meltham, Huddersfield, Stockbroker 
5 Pet June2 Ord July 3 
Monnery, Watrer, Southwark Wholesale [ron- 
monger High Pet July2 Ord July 2 
Ouegvann, Bees Hessay, Yorks, Innkeeper York Pet 
I 


ibe, Builder Barnstaple Pet 


sins - 3 ha Bradford, Yorks, Painter Bradford 
Ord July 3 


Sein mun Jouy, upon Hull, Clerk 
i upon Bet J July 3 Ord Ju July 4 
_— Durham Durham Pet July 2 Ord 


y 
Reapine, Jouy, Watford, Herts, Schoolmaster St Albans 
Pet July 2 Ord July 2 

a ns Avynz, Brighton High Court Pet May 21 


Ae Russell sq, Gent High 

2 

Gurse dD. oe ID, aay Club Proprietor High 
Court Pet June 17 ar July 2 

~— r= Ey Stoke Newington High Court Pet June 
1 uly 2 

Sres.e, Joseru Jackson, Crewe, Painter Nantwich Pet 
July3 Ord July 3 

ame Fra Swansea Swansea Pet July 2 Ord 

y 
Wass, Ricuarp Heyry Txomas, Chiswick Brentford 


July1 Ord July1 
Woops, Hestop, Leeds Pet July 2 
Ord July 2 


NB, 


ScuruacuEn, J ane, 3 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ae Percy gf Ba Gee Grocer 
y l4at st 
AusrTey, (ay Wituiam, and Exmy Avsrey; St John’s 
hay Watchmakers July 14 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, "Carey st 


Barrow, a Sheffield, Joiner July ldat2 O:? Ree, 
Beswick, G W D, Tentti grdns, Cheyne walk July 16 at 
11 Bankru 


— tal Durham, Photographer July 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Salop, Beerhouse 
Shrewsbury 


Brxys, oer 
15 at 


Bowpusr, Atpsrt Caproyx, Oak 
Keeper July 1Sat11.30 Off 


Crieee, Witttam, Sandside, Westmoreland, Station Master 
July 18 at 11.15 Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, Ken- 


a... Tuomas Farpsricx, Witton, Birmingham, Coal 
Merchant July l4at 11 23, Colmore row, i 


ham 
Coorsr, Waren, Ipswich, Baker July I5ati1l Of Rec, 
36, Princes i 


Corrox, Jamrs, we Coal Dealer July 14 at 11 
Cessna H Cropton, Tai Tailor Jul 
sroney, WiLtiaM ne, or July 14 at 
Cu vl, — -——— Jul 
THWAITE, y iv at 
12.30 Off vice, Yorks I ; 


Daviss, Witutam Tromas, Newport, Mon, Grocer July 
nese Off Reo, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport 
‘on 


Enviar, Apranam, Manchester, Tailor July 15 at 2.30 
’s chubrs, Bri st, Manchester 
Grit, Dante. Hematyve, Heath, Commission Agent 
July 15 at 12 23, Colmore row. . Birmingham 
Guna Joun Travis, Shaw, nr ‘Oldham, me July 
15 at 3.30 Off Rec, Bank 


G G athe Tea Dra Suly 1 Mati? 6, 
BONUW, — per 


st, M 
Hitt, James, Fish Merchant July 16 at 2.90 
10, A 
Hint, Joux Atrrep, o Rparklly Wores, Builder July 15 
at ll 23, Colmore ro' 


Watll Off Reo, 2, 


Hopason, Joun y, Beetham, Westmrid, Bootmaker 
July 18 Sat —  @rosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, 


K 
Humate, Groner Bowarp, and Hanry Ropexr Crus, Lip- 
ook, Hants, Coal Merchants July 14 at 330 Of 


Jackson, Wirt y- an July 14 at 2.390 
Off Ree ~~ lane, E 
oh g oy Weaver July 17 at 12 
31, Aiomnaee. 
Keumisn, 
Importer 


Hi, Wittiam Hewey, Cardiff J 
Queen p~ — 


Jonns, Joun, 


osern Epwarp, ie Winshester st, Provision 
July 15 at 2.50 Bankruptoy bldge, Carey st 
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Kiyo, Apert Epwarp Francis, Charlwood, Surrey, Corn 
Dealer July 15 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 


Lees, Apa Frorence, Failsworth, Lanes July 15at3 Off 
Ree, Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 

McCraitu, sear Leadenhall st, Grocer July 15 at 11 

iptey bide, Carey st 

Meavows, Water Henry, Bromley, Kent, Butcher July 
15 at 12.30 24, Railway approach, London Bridge 

Mippiesroox, Witte, Bruntcliffe, Yorks, Innkeeper 
July 15 at 3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Mortry, Geonce Watter, Holme Hale, Norfolk, Inn- 
keeper July 15 at 11.30 Court house, King’s Lynn 


Normay, Witi1am, Pontypridd, Brake Driver July 16 at 
11 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Opexsnaw, Witt1am, Clayton, nr Manchester, Rubber 
Manufacturer J July 15 at 3 Ogden’ 's chmbrs, Bridge 
st, Manchester 


Potiarp, Henry James, A Coal Dealer July 15 
at 2 County Court house, B aoe 
Putz, Hetex, Gt St Helen’s, Chemical Merchant July 
20at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Raprorp, Witu1am, Soundwell, Glos, Bricklayer July 15 
at12 Off Rec Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
F eemeerey July 15 at 12 
iptcy bldgs, 


Rive, eo Hooper, iia Milnthorpe, Westmrld, 
July 18 at 11 Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, Kendal 

Sanpirek, Rosert Evwarp, Eastbourne, Sussex, Grocer 
July 15 at 3 Coles & Son, Seaside rd, Eastbourne 

Sykes, James Henry, Longwood, nr Huddersfield, Woollen 
Salesman July l4at 11 Off Rec, 19, John William 
st, Huddersfield 

Tarxs, Epwagp, se Coal Dealer July 14 at 11.30 
— Rochdal 

Tuomas, Gwity™ Bowss, Cardiff, Draper July 16 at 11 
Of 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Tnowas,; Joun Epwarv, Mountain Ash, Glam, Draper 
July 15at2 65, Highst, Merthyr Tydfil 

Touxtys, Atrrep Cuagwes, Islington July 15at12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Vamapene, Grorce, Portsea, Chemist July i14at3 Off 

Cambridge Jnctn, High st, Portsmouth 

Wuire, ‘Gnenes Henry, Swansea, Confectioner July i4 at 
2.15 Off Rec, 31, p mmeeng ly Swansea 

Wiis, HERBERT Epwarp, Swansea, Chemist July 
15at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Wutiams, Leysuox, Britonferry, Glam, Tinman July 14 
at12 Off Rec, 3i, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

‘Woops, Hzexry Brrox, Plymouth, Horse Trainer July 16 
at 3.30 10, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Wootr, Mavuicr, Newport, Jeweller July 15 at 12 Off 
Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, Mon 


‘ Amended notice substituted for that aan in the 
London Gazette of June 26 


Morey, Frepericxk Joux, Pontefract, y a , Paeuaer 
July 14 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Pond ter, Wakefi 


Amended notice substituted for that pelted in the 
London Gazette of July 3: 
Expicott, Atzeret, Exeter, General ake July 13 at 3 
Off Rec, 13, Bedford cres, Exeter 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


A.tes, Grorcs Games, South mee, - peel 
Newcastle on -. Pet June10 Ord July 1 

ANDERSON, dons, Whi Fyne ge pyovision Agent 
N ‘et, April 21 Ord June 1 

ARCHER, Senaee: Tord, Coal Merchant Oxford Pet 
July 3 Ord July 4 

Beswicc. Sauvet, eee, Yorks, Farmer Scarborough 
Pet July 2 Ord July 


Bosp, Tomas, Balham, — Traveller 
" Wandsworth Pet May Sarg, Con 

Bowcorr, WiL11Am, 
Mon P 


Dent fake Newport, 
et June 18 Ord July 2 
Buower, Ateeet, Leeds Pet July3 Ord July 3 


Cavey, Caaries, Darlaston, Staffs, Baker Walsall Pe® 
July +. Ord July 2 

Guin Groner, Ebberston, Yorks Scarborough Pet 
June 30 Ord July 1 

Davies, Evas, ew ped Glam, Hairdresser Pontypridd 
Pet June 30 Ord he 

Frovp, Joux Bexxett, Plymouth, Tobacconist Plymouth 
Pet July1 OrdJuly 2 

Fesw, Janes Axveew, and Tuomas Pimtort Cuortrtor, 

: Upholsterers’ Warehousernen Manchester 

Pe July 4 ‘Ord July 3 

Gavust, Josern, Leeds Leeds Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Haxstzr, Gzorce Leccort, Didsbury, Lancs, * amc 

Manchester Pet July 4 uly 

Hepes, Wittiam, Ealing Brentford Pet July 2 3 Ord 

July 3 


Reap, Grorce, Ham 
Bankru 


Howazp. Jous Newtos, Newark upon Trent Nottingham 
Pet July 4 Ord July 4 
Massixe, Wittiax, \ asacied Glam Pontypridd Pet 
eR July 3 
poLey, Witt1aM, Meltham, nr Huddersfield, Stockbroker 


Haddersfield Pet June 2 Ord July 3 


Ph nag Hessay, Yorks, Innkeeper York Pet 


duly 3 

me 4 Gaonse, , Builder Barnstaple Pet 
July 3 Ord July 4 

Pransz, ye Boas Hors, Surrey High Court Pet 

Picxras, Witttan. Bradford, Yorks, Painter Bradford Pet 
daly 4 Ord July 4 


Pusseers. Wiuistan Jous, Kingston upon Hall, Clerk 
Kingston upon Hall Pet daly Ord July 4 

Race, Hesey, Durham Durham Pet July2 Ord July 2 

Sasvrrec, Rovent Kowasnn, Kastbourne, Growr Lust- 
bourne Pet June 2 Ord June W 





Spencer, Georce, Oakham, pe Hide Merchant 
Leicester Pet June 27 Ord Ji 

Streetz, Josern J — Crewe, ~r ll 
July 3 Ord July 3 

Taytor, Epwarp, Ashborne, Sates, Draper Burton on 
Trent Pet June25 Ord July 

Tuomas, Jouyx, Swansea Hara da Pet July 2° Ord 
July 2 

Warts, Ricuarp Henry Tuomas, Chiswick Brentford 
Pet Julyi Ord July 1 

WEATHERELL, Josepn, Stockton on =. Jeweller Stock- 
tonon Tees Pet June27 Ord July 1 

We.cumay, Mary, Shepherd’s Bush rd High Court Pet 
April 16 Ord July 4 

Wuirr, Taomas Atrrep, Jonny Ernest Ware, and 
Watrer Wuire, Earls Barton, Northamptons, Boot 
ae Northampton Pet June 1 Ord 

uly 1 

Woops, Hestor, Leeds, Photographer Leeds Pet July 2 

Ord July 2 


Nantwich Pet 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 14.—Messrs. oan, Tewson, Farmer, & Bripce- 
waTer, at the Mart, at>2, Leasehold Investments in 
Properties at the Minories, The Circus, and B 
St. Mary-axe, City of London ; and a Freehold Estate at 
Codicote, near Welwyn, Hatfield and Hitchin (see adver- 
tisement, May 30, p. 4); also Ashgrove, Sevenoaks, Ge 
well known residence of R. Kirkman Hodgson, a 
Freehold Property comprising residence and groun s of 
great beauty in the best part of Kent, and very accessible 
from London (see advertisement, June 27, p. 3); > 
Freehold Ground-Rents with Reversions ‘on outlyi 
portions of the Grosvenor Estate, situated in Cum 
land-street, Lupus-street, Sussex-street, in Cumber= 
street, and ‘Hugh-street, South Belgravia (see advertise- 
ments, July 4, p. 4). 


July 15.—Messrs. Dayiet Suit, Son, & Oakey, at the 
Mart, at 1 for2,the Elmham Hall , Norfoik, com- 
prising Mansion and about 4,767 acres, including 20 
Farms, all let ; Freehold Properties in Whitechapel and 
Stepney ; and ‘also Freehold Ground-Rents amvunting to 
£165 per annum, secured upon Property at Lee, Kent 
(see advertisements, May 30, Front page). 


July 15.—Messrs. Eowin Fox & Bovsriexp, at the Mart, 
at 2, Freehold Residential Property, known as Heath 
Lodge, Hampstead Heath (se advertisement this issue, 
p. 3); also a Freehold Estate of 65 acres at Watford, 
Herts (see advertisement, July 4, p. 3). 


July 15.—Messrs. H. E, Foster & Cranriecn, at the Mart, 
at 2, Freehold Ground-Rent of £300 arising out of a 
Portion of Buildings at West Smithfield, forming the Cold 
Air Stroage Warehouse of the London ‘and India Docks ; 
Freehold Premises in Aldersgate-street, Profit Rental of 
£250 on Premises at aiaPacmien: Leasehold Business Pre- 
mises at Islington, Leasehold Ground-Rents and Property 
at Stepney, Nine Leasehold Houses at Rotherhithe, Lease- 
hold Houses at Hammersmith and Walham Green ; also 
Leasehold Shop and House at Harrow-road (see adver- 
tisement, back page of this issue). 


July 16.—Messrs. H. E. voor, & Cranriexp, at the Mart, 
at 2, Reversions. Life I Life I Policies, 
and Undivided Moiety of One-Eighth Share of Undistri- 
buted Estate of the present value of £59,202 (see adver- 
tisements on back page of this issue). 


7 16.—Messrs. Farerrotugr, Evxis, Cuarx, & Co., at 

e Mart, at 2, the St. mard’s Estate, Horsham. 
Sussex, comprising 3 Residences and about 1, 750 acres ; 
Randalls Park, Leatherhead, consisting of a noble Resi- 
dence and about 800 acres ; also Feltham Farm, Middle- 
sex, consisting of House and about 99 acres (see adver- 
tisements, May 30, p. 19). 


July 18.—Messrs. Wao & L xx, at the Clarendon Hotel, 
Oxford, at 2, 8 Resid ential Properties, forming 
the Middle Aston and part of the Steeple Aston Estates, 
near Bicester, Banbury, and Oxford, embracing an area 
of about 1,144 acres, with Middle Aston House, a Home- 
stead, &c., and has an estimated rental value of £1,700 
(see advertisement, May 30, p. 9). 





All anne ihe for ) iain im the 
“‘ Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 





Where difficulty is experienced im procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 52s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26a. ; by Post, 28s. Sortorrors’ JouRNAL, 
2s, Od. ; by Post, 288. Od. Volwmes bound 
at the offce—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law calf, 
5s 64d. 





N.B.—A Second-! 

fall-front dest 6 boxes on stand, patent locks, and doe 
keys, £13; age pai “Cy 
deed box, ein byl: 12in. by 10in., at 10s, 6d. hy 


C. H. GRIFFITHS & SON 





LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 












ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 


‘BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS, 
And all General and Commercial Work, 


Every description of Printing—large or small, 





Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAI, Newspaper. 


Authors advised with as to Printing and Publishing, 
Estimates and all information furnished. 


Contracts entered into. 


C. H. GRIFFITHS & SONS 
The £5 5s. 


LEGAL NEST 


SHOULD BE USED BY ALL SOLICITORS, 
ACCOUNTANTS, &c. 


It is the most convenient and durable yet offered to the 
Profession. 









Consists of four superior japanned Deed Boxes, with fall. 
down fronts, and four compartments in each. Secured by 
Hobbs’ Patent or other Locks. Size, 20in. by 13in. by Idin. 
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Jtountea on an elegant Iron Stand, with Brass Mounting 
hand Triple Nest, consisting of t 









id in England, 







43, CANNON STREET, E.C. (Only Address 
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JEWELS 


PROBATE VALUATIONS 
AND SILVER PLATE, &. 








SPINK & SON, Goxpsmrrus ann Sriversmtrus, 17 anp 18, Prccaniity, W., and at 1 anp 2, 


@RACECHURCH-STREET, ConNHILL, Lonpon, E.C., 


y to announce that they ACCURATELY 
desired 


appratsk the above for the Lzcat Prorgssion "or PuRcHASE the same for cash if . Estab- 


lished 1772 


Under the vatronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Louis Battenbera, K.C.B. 





ADVANCES = MORTGAGE er FIVE PER 
CENT. INTEREST. 


[E BIRKBECK BUILDING SOCIETY | 

is prepared to make Advances on approved FREE- 

HOLD a LEASEHOLD HOUSES and SHOPS, also 

on LICENSED HOUSES, repayable in one sum or by 

any instalments, without notice. — Apply to Francis 

Ravenscrort, Manager, Birkbeck Bank, ‘seuthatayten- 
buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


ESTABLISHED 1851. 


BIRKBECE BANK 
TWO ANDALHALY b —— a 
on DEPOSITS, repayable on on demand. 








ACCOUNTS, on the 
ninimum ce balances, when not drawn below £100. 
STOCKS and 8. purchased and sold. 


SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 
For the encouragement of Thrift the Bank receives small 
gums on —— and allows Interest monthly on each 





BIRKBECK BUILDING SOCIETY. 
HOW an eae nae A HOUSE 
O GUINEAS PER MONTH 
BIRKBECK. "FREEHC:D LAND SOCIETY. 
HOW TO PURCHASE A PLOT OF LAND 
FOR FIVE pene Be MONTH. 
The BIR. 


post free. FRANCIS RAVENSORO - FT, Manager” 
THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


8Y AUTHORITY. 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied th 
shortest notice. gto 





pitt BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 


Set pnw in & in the ee form for ion and 


Saver Sete cee te, oer 
c., engrav an rin’ FFI 
SEALS designed and executed. No Charge for Sketches. 


RICHARD FLIM FLINT & c0,, 


ters, Engravers, Registration 
49, PLE. ‘STREET. LONDON, EC C. Pele 


of Serjeants’-inn). 
___ Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


BRAND & CO’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &c.. 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of all Chemists and Grocers. 








BRAND & CO., MAYFAIR, W., & MAYFAIR WORKS 
VAUXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. : 


M4D4ME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION.— 


at 9 during th 
We mil Additions." Book dire See oa | 
Trains omnibuses from . Jvust — 
fing of Spain, Queen of Holland, ie: "ichly-ar a 


Drawing-room’ Tableau. Magnificent : 
rs os ge 
80. C 
eaten . Popular prices? Every convenience ani H 


ee TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, 

Baker-street Station.—_JABEZ SPENCER BAL- 

TOR FAILURE. Open at 9 a.m. 

Seacrest men a 

Vesa UD’ 8 KXHISITIC sayin 24 e 
N 














| | Hons Wanted for Two Young Ladies 
(19 and 21), ans ters of deceased Solicitor, a 

small income.— Write f pceroa, to GuaRDIAN, 2, 
General Post Office, x 

Give LIGHT OFFICES to Let on First 

Floor of 22, Sc -lane, 


Chancery 
C.; windows facing the street; iets for Touken 
Slice, or accountant.—Apply, Parties & Leien, on the 
= floor. 


| Gortcrrors, TRUSTEES, EXECUTORS, 

and DEBENTURE-HOLDERS.—Izarv & Izanp, 

| eae Experts and Valuers, 53, Gracechurch - street. 
‘Geena ti ody — der the ‘Lands 

tage. re under 

Clauses Act, Tases ty Tine, ae. Forty years’ experience. 


RIENT COMPANY’S PLEASURE 
* b the Steamships ‘‘ LUSITANIA,” 3,877 
i GARONNE,” 3,876 tons register, 
ee a as under :— 
For the NORWAY = 
llth Juxy, for 15 
For NORWAY pinay LL (ior Solar Eclipse), 
22nd Juuy, for 27 days 
At the most Northerly it of this Cruise the Sun will be 
above the horizon Midnight. 
For corannsems, STOCKHOLM, ST. + “eee 
KIEL, the BALTIC CANAL 
25th Aveust, for 28 days. 
String band, electric light, high-class cuisine. 
Managers: F. ome: Anderson, Anderson, & Co. 
Head Offices : Fenchurch-avenue, 
For passage to the latter firm at 5. Fenchurch- 
avenue, E.C. ; ps of the West-end Branch Office, 16, Cock- 
spur-street, London 8.W. 








tons 
leaving 





EDE AND SOF, 


ROBE Asa MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, é&e. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, 
Clerks, and Clerke of the Peace, 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
R. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, 


Town 








INEBRIETY, THE MORPHIA HABIT, AND THE 
ABUSE OF DRUGS. 


A PRIVATE HOME.|x% 








ESTABLISHED 1864 
igher Midale Classes sufering from the abure. Hight 


BENJAMIN 


apply, Mrs. THEOBALD, BES te Tower House, Leicester 
TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 


For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. Terma, | 
2} to 4 Guineas. 











Apply to Medical Superintendent, F 
F. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B, (Camb.), M.R.O.8. (Bng.) 





Yi 
Applicants must be duly qualified of 
owes i Conveyancing in connection with 
oe Giger wil dive enh cn deg my 
men’ or 
The a 2 pee at_ Clerks, 
3 wee stationery, fuel and light, and 
The Salary been fixed at £600 per annum, and all 


Fund. 

The Town Clerk will be required to devote his time exclu- 
sively to his official duties, and will be debarred from all 
pri 





Princi Ba. (Law Honours 
Tutors: A ——- or HigH-ciass DNOURS Gnapcarm, 
BARRISTERS, AND SPECIALISTS. 
ena Private Tuition in any 4 ee 


Address: Taz Parncrpat, Burtixeror Ciasses, 
27, Cuancery-Lane, W.C. 





ESSRS. GALBRAITH & SPURLING.— 
Mr. J. F. eareeees, 54. Cateet, Sint Gow 
Honours, Honours in B.C.L., Honour Ians of 
Court, and Mr. C. SPURLING, B.A. Ofort, First Claes 
Honours, Honours in B.C.L., continue to PREPARE for 
all Legal Examinations by Day, Evening, or Post. 
Bar Fixat, May, 1896 (when 48 candidates out of 118 
failed), —s -— 6 In Consiitutional 
sent up, seven passed. 


Law, seven 
Address, 11, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 


R. UTTLEY, Solicitor, continues to 
and successfully PREPARE eee, 
FU Seiad Detain 


the SOLICITORS’ and 
Powntestlons. TAKEN Lamy LS, pe tor farther par- 


Pag hy = FINAL, cn 
month. 
and copies of ~_ > 's Commentaries 
.“ on ” 
pee ey Criminal La i , Brazenose- 
ctuect, Albest-aqense, Hmehasien. 








ARTNERSHIP eae, b ay ne Ea 





AW. tua- 
LAY: Samir Guts (20 “a oe as 

eg ef knowledge 
man’s Shorthand ; 4 years; 2%5s.—E. 
care of Mr. Rowe, House, ~street, E.C. 


Meuse 3 OLERES, ASSISTANTS, 
ee Le a. or o> write fully ; 
Leeds, Ad Examiner. 


ONEY. — £3,800, £1,000, and other 
pany yy he Advanced on Freehold Securities ; 
for Trust Funds; 


p> 4 Ew Pouttysy, ‘Solicitor, Ul Uiretn uous 

UILDING PLOT of LAND to be LET, 
and being spot of a 

~ hep cultivation, tennis laa, 

over and paid for; rent Sy tye op pee a chance 

seldom obtained ; de seen ot eee 

8. Luck, care of Bates, Hendy, & Go. 87, Walbrooky c. 


the Law Fire 
reccommend 


of Pit- 











OBESE 
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SALES BY AUCTION FOR .THE YEAR 1896. 


MESSRS. 
EBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 
BRIDGEWATER 
tt their SALES of ESTATES, Invest- 
Business 


held at the AUUTION WAREZ, Tokenhouse-yard, near 
the Bank of England, in the City of London, as follows :— 
, October 6 








PRAED-STREET, PADDINGTON. 
gen gene pa BEE 
per annum, years to the rack-ren 
now estimated at about £2,000 per annum, and an im- 
pte doe Leasehold Ground-Rent of £15 annum arising 
Se 
street, treey Landon-srety on exceeding! 
‘ur-mews, an ing! y 
fine the main exit of the Great 


corner 

public-house known as , Ashton’s Com- 
mercial Hotel, and the whole of the h side of Arthur- 
— a total area of about 19,600 square feet, 
an acre. At the termination of the 

oe will be entitled to 
rept a ne and fine x od for the erection of a grand 


EBENHAM, TEWSUN, FARMER, & 


BRIDGEWATER 
will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on TUESDAY, 
JULY 21, at TWO, in Five Lots, the following valuable 


PROPERTIES :— 


Ground-rent/Estimated 














Tat Property. per annum. |rack-rent. 
1 [Nos. 114, 116, 118, 120, 122, ( weaapess ) 
Praed-street, and Premises d Lease- £430 
in Arthur-mews ............... | hola £25 1S 
FREEHOLD. 
Lot.! Property. |Ground-rent, Estimated 


| per annum, | rack-rent. 


2 \Nos, 124 and 126, Praed-street| £12 10 £180 
3 'Nos. 128, 130, 132, 134, and 136, | 
| Praed-street.................. | 

4 |Nos, 138, 140, and 142, Praed-st. 

5 No Praed-street (the Load 


| Nos. 29 
| 





2 0 350 
15 0 250 





32 0 1,000 
Particulars of Messrs. Jerman & Thomas, Solicitors, 7, 
Bedford-circus, Exeter ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheap- 





CITY of LONDON, HACKNEY, FULHAM, WEST- 
BOURBNE-PARK, and FIN FINCHLEY- ROAD. 
—, ~ Leasehold Groun a d-rents, 
aggregate ann 
Sale es ieee. of the ree 
SBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & 


BRIDGEWA 

will SELL, at the MART, on THURSDAY, JULY 30, at 

A GREEHOLD ' GROUND-RENT of £400 per annum, 
secured upon modern office 


Noe Walbrook, a the City of London, ao ioe 
0. nm ni - 
house and of England, with with sevemion to the — 


Fans 
LD GROUND-RENTS, amounting to 
son ie. - per annum, fully 


road, 
New-street, and Westuite, Lon- 
ade Hackoen wi with reversion to the rack rents of the 


fa ae to mg | 


pes g ae [ip sovenion to the 2 ggg 





LEASEHOLD GROUND-RENTS, to £509 
per annum, amply secured u umerous getrene 
residences in 
rg apa rig toe 

(Metropolitan and reat 

Western hallway Held foré0 years unexpired at pepper- 

~EUABEHOLD Bonet ay eae the capital private resin to on 

Fie, 6 and Se St oats rey %. 

tod 1 fux 37 

regi une tpted inn ‘Bolicitor, 9, Whitehall- 
place, 8.W.; and of the 80, Cheapside. 








Wasrsouans-as 5 FITZROY- 


Valuable Freehold ard id Investments for ae 
iy ote S Se ee © Ue late John Clutton 


Dientam, TEWSON, | FARMER, & 


BRIDGEWATER 
will SELL, at the MART, on THURSDAY, JULY 30, 
= Baas in LOTS, the following valuable PROPER- 
FREEHOLD. Rents per 
annum. 
Nos. 106 and 106a, Westbourne-grove.— 
Fruiterer’s and Bootmaker’s 
house, and Stabling. Let on 
N yours trom Lady D — 185, a. ital double 
o 5 e-grove. iouble- 
Premises. 


fronted Shop, House, and let on 
ae to the Aerated 


£250 0 0 


Nos. 84 and 85, 
and Business + with stabling, ors 26 
and 28, North Portman-me 
on Lease for 49 years sy 10 days) om 
ef Day, 1872, at 820 0 0 
Held for 243 years unexpired, ‘ata ‘ground- 
rent of £8 8s. 
~~ 20, NEW QUEBEC-STREET, 
uare.—Oilman’s Shop and D Rainy amen 
ines on Lease for 14 years from Midsummer, 


1882, at 
No. 2i, NEW QUEBEC-STREET. — House 
adjoining. Let on Lease for 13 years from 
Lady Day, 1887, at of vive vs a w2® 
No. 22, NEw QUEBEC-STREET.— House 
and Shop. Let on ane for 14 years from 
Midsummer, 1884, a 70 0 0 
These are held for - 14 years unexpired, 
at ground-rents of £6 103, £6, and £6 
respectively, 
No. 31, FITZROY-SQUARE.—Private Resi- 
dence, let on lease for 14 years from Christ- 
mas, 1893, at 5 100 0 0 
gy oti FF 28 years, ‘unexpired, ‘ata grouad- 
ren 
Nos. 1, 2, and if 18, FITZROY-MEWS.—Stabling 
pre mises, let on a yearly tenancy at 90 0 0 
eld for 28 years unexpired, at a ground- 
rent of £30. 
No. 104, CLEVELAND-STREET, Fitzroy- 
square.—Two Shops and Dwelling-house, let 
on lease for 7, 14, or 21 years from Michael- 
mas, 1889, at 50 0 0 
Held for 28 years “unexpired, ‘at a ground- 


rent of £13. 
utton, Esq., Solicitor, 9, Whitehall 


75 00 


Particulars of H. 8. Clutton, 
place, 8.W.; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


RAVENSBURY PARK, MITCHAM, SURREY. 
The favourite and unique Freehold Estate of the late G. P. 
ny Re wh C. For Sale by order of the Trustees of 
the 
EBENHAM, TeweOn. FARMER, & 
BRIDGEWATER 
with Messrs. TROLLUPE) are instructed 





oy Set, at at the MART, on THURSDA ‘Y 30, at 
TWO, the FREEHOLD ESTATE known as 
Raveusbury = 


in the — of Mitcham, in the county 
of Surrey; al within 20 gg ~ 4 ride of 
Victoria Btation of the ee and 8. Seay. and 
within very easy reach of the Bie via AT ot mong 
within one hour’s drive of the City or West-end of 
has a combination of country attractions fully entitling it it 
to be edge nee as absolutely unique. The property com- 
modern mansion, occu; an elevated position 
fo the midst of well tim antulating, ancient park 
fe portion having been the site of an old family residence). 
vensbury Par! ge contains about 17 and dress- 
—— boudoir, two rooms, a entrance 
a handsome @ seco! _ oo, 


Ma whieh wing 

measuring about ast. by ' by —_— may be divided 

capital dining room, » shew ah by Att, with ba: ‘ead 
library 0: r billiard 


pking as laborat and 
.; & smo room; a a 
tory 


Fi 
FE 
ie 
lit 
if 
g§ 
F 


af 
i 
i 


i 
_ 
H 
4 


ONE eURpeED AND pat ACRES. 
tage to road from Mitcham 
to cng A a ere is also a communication with the road 
posible tealtes for a oe ag ne whereby a considerable 
it be deal: 


and Wimbledon, affording the 
portion of the land t with for building gun 
without wd interfering with the enjoyment of 


e present house. is in the midst of an ey. 
cellent social neig’ ere are capital golf links 
on Mitcham close by. Churches are within 


Common, 
reach. Gas and water are laid on to various parts of the 
premises. Also will be included several inclosures of ad. 
coining land, containing together 67a. 2r. 10p., which ar 


eld on lease. 

Pai of Messrs, Talbot & Quayle, Solicitors, Talbot 
House, Arundel-street, Strand ; and (with orders to view) 
of Messrs. Trollope, 15, Parliamen' West 
and of Messrs. De , Tewson, Farmer, "& Bridgewater 
80, Cheapside. 








Choice Long Leasehold Investments, consisting of Seven 
commodious Cubitt-built houses, in Gordon-square and 
Taviton-street, held of the Bedford Estate, vielding g 
yma big income, in the occupation of first-class 

ants. 


ESSRS. ELLIS & SON are directed, by 
order of Trustees to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank, on TUESDAY, JULY 
28th, at TWO o’clock precisely, in Seven Lots, the above 
LEASEHOLD “PROPERTIES, viz. :— 








of un-| Ground Rent a 

Situation. expired term.| rent Lease, 
6, Gordon-square.. | 60 Years. | £40 £170 
17 ” 99 enecceees ditto | 40 160 
a a ee ditto. 15 170 
22, 9 = =—«—s«._—« «see eee . ditto. 15 150 

18, Taviton-street 5 Vacant, 
. ” ” 5 140 
21, 99 5 | 








Printed iii with pr of sale, may be had 
of Messrs. Camp & Ellis, Solicitors, 40, High-street, Wat- 
ford, Herts; Messrs. Hill », Son, & Rickards, Solici' 4, 
Old Broad-street, City, E. C.; Messrs. Scadding & 
Solicitors, 23, Gordon Gordon-square, W.C. ; at the 
Mart; and of the Auctioneers, 45, Fenc urch-street, EC, 





MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
Land, House, and Estate Agents, 
8, MOORGATE STREET, BANK, E.C., 
AND 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.E. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 
UCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 


Tokenhouse- City, on the second and last 
Thursdays in each month, and on other days as occasion 
may require. 


STIMSON & SONS undertake SALES and LETTINGE 
by PRIVATE TREATY, Mapa; ns Surveys, N 


of M Reoeiverships 
ortgages, oo een, mene 
Sales by a = of cs and Stock, Collection 


Separate Lists of Property, Ground Rents 
&c., to be Let, are issued 


plication, oF tree by post for ty stampe. a 
on, or free ‘or two stam) ao or 
Cootion. Telegraphi ic address, ‘‘ Serva . Lanes 





OLD KENT-ROAD. 
By order of Trustees.—Short Leasehold Ground-rents, 
amply secured uj fully-licensed tavern, [two beer 
66 houses, some with shops, and vther 


Grimson & SONS will SELL by AUC- 
TION, at the MART, City, on THURSDAY, JULY 
23, at TWO following excellent LEASEHOLD 
GROUND-RENTS :— 
Lot 1.—£40 per annum upon the Rising Sun public-house, 
and Nos. 789 to 799 (odd), Old Kent-road, and Nos. 3 to # 
(odd), Ormside-street. 

Lot 2.—£17 10s. 5, ae Nos. 801 to 813 (odd), Old Kent- 
road, and 2 and 4, Ormside-street. 
Lot 3.—£21 upon Nos. 6 to 50 joven, | OTe? 

Lot 4.—£49 upon Nos. 815 to 825 (oda) , Old Cant aval, 
and la, a, 8a, 4a, and 1 to 35 (oda), ustin-street. 

Term 15 years unexpired. k rents about £2,850 per 


& tog, Set Solicitemss 7, 


oo a : 


Southampto: 
Auctioneer’s offices, No. 8, Moorgate-street, w6., 
New Kent-road, 8.E. 


FINSBURY PARK and NORTHERN SUBURBS. 
ESSRS. ROBSON & PERRIN 





announce that MoS old LOCAL EVE 
SALES of PROPERTY M 'HLY throughout the 7 
a Lg TW Ld have generally rt y ine 
the 


faediun fo for tae Pro) re orth London 
agonal of al Ps terms pai on application. 


eer ion & lication. Auction 
col’ Betate "Otlies, hey Fock Seat tation, N., at @ 
7, Hornsey, and Stroud Green Stations, N 


— 


MESSBS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONSERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUES, 








er 
; 
: 





6, IRONMONGEE ot Mertgnge Sarverces B. 
‘908, BRIXTON HILL BW. (Hatablished ae 








ROY 





Loxpoy | 
Life ] 
Special fo 
Full] 


LEG! 


E: 


a 


TOT. 





